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Editorial 


Dear Reader, 


Turkey Coup and False Flags Galore 



As we go to press, we are hearing of a coup in 
Turkey followed by a counter coup, the out come 
being that Turkey is allying itself with Russia to 
the consternation of the West. 

Reports are coming in of American military 
being held hostage at the giant NATO base at 
Incirlik. 

However, the situation is still fluid and we will 
have to wait and see how things pan out. 

The enemy is going into overdrive as more 
psycho-opps., false flag, terror events hit the 
headlines round the world such as the recent 
Nice (France) massacre and the Munich (Bavaria 
Germany) shooting hit the headlines. These are 
now so poorly staged that within hours, the 
events are being shown up as a hoax on the 
Internet, for example, the “Hollywood” bullet 


hole stick-on’s on the truck that supposedly run 
over and killed many people in Nice. Likewise 
the Munich shooting has been shown up as 
another hoax. 

While all this has been going on, reports are 
coming in from Texas, where a white lady being 
molested by 4 Muslims was rescued by 2 shop¬ 
keepers in the near vicinity who, seeing what 
was going on, and took out their guns and shot 
the 4 Muslims dead. Following that a number of 
mosques were burnt down - but not a word of 
this in the mainstream media! No doubt because 
this is not what is supposed to happen - the 
Muslims are supposed to be killing off the 
Christian white people! 

The strategy of the enemy is not going to plan 
and for this we give thanks to Yahweh and pray 
that this will be a window of opportunity for his 
servant people in their white homelands to 
awaken, repent and return to keeping His law, 
much of which is enshrined in our Common 
Law, which the enemy has replaced with their 
UCC (Universal Commercial Code or Admiralty 
Law). We praise Yahweh for His protection, 
although so undeserved! 

Editor 

thenewensign@gmail.com 

This magazine is for private subscription only 
and is not in any way connected to The Ensign 
Message Magazine which is a totally separate 
entity. 
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The Old Jerusalem is Not the New Jerusalem Pastor 
Eli James Comments on Sheldon Emery’s Classic (2) 


Old Jerusalem 
to be a Curse to 
All the Nations 
of the Earth 


B ut just so the same Bible students 
understand with perfect clarity that God 
has now forsaken the old city of Jerusa¬ 
lem and will never rebuild His temple there, turn 
to Jeremiah 26:1-3. Again Jeremiah is ordered 
by the Lord to stand in the entrance to the temple 
in Jerusalem and say, "Thus saith the Lord: If ye 
will not hearken to the words of My servants the 
prophets, whom I sent unto you, both rising up 
early, and sending them, but ye have not heark¬ 
ened; then I will make this house like Shiloh, 
and will make this city a curse to all the nations 
of the earth." This is a double warning to the 
city and a promise of what the old city of 
Jerusalem would be at some time in the future. 



be found in the Bible. What happened was that 
Judea, Samaria, Galilee and the surrounding 
territories were conquered by Alexander the 
Great in 332 BC. During the virtually continu¬ 
ous occupation of Judah and Benjamin by the 
Greek and Roman Empires, the Temple rituals 
were either outlawed or restricted by various 
kings and commanders of these two Empires; 
and Greek or Roman gods were promoted by 
their respective leaders. 

The Temple priests could not pronounce the 
Name of Yahweh in public without incurring the 
wrath of these heathen invaders. Ultimately, the 
Temple High Priest would only whisper Yah's 
Holy Name when he was inside the Holy of 
Holies. When the Idumean (non-Judahite), 
Herod, was put over Judah by Rome, Herod 
slaughtered the indigenous Sanhedrin, and re¬ 
placed them with his Idumean stooges, the 
Pharisees. (Antiquities of the Judahites, Book 
XIV, Chap. IX, Para. 4.) It was these very same 
Pharisees who desecrated the Temple with their 
money lending, as Jews have always been 
moneylenders. 


Christ Confirmed These Promises 

"Now I say that Jesus Christ was a minister of 
the circumcision for the truth of God, to confirm 
the promises made unto the fathers" (Romans 
15:8). Now these fathers here were the people 
of Israel, of course. And so we find Christ 
confirming this end of the temple and of old 
Jerusalem as the place where His Name would 
be. 

We read in Jeremiah 7:11, "Is this house, which 
is called by My name, become a den of robbers 
in your eyes?" This was followed by the promise 
to make it as Shiloh. In Matthew 21:12, 13 we 
read that Christ personally entered the temple at 
Jerusalem, overthrew the tables of the money¬ 
changers, and said, "It is written. My house shall 
be called the house of prayer; but ye have made 
it a den of thieves." 

[Eli here. Solomon's Temple was the House of 
Yahweh. It is not true that the Judahites believed 
that the Name of Yahweh was "too holy to be 
pronounced." That is a Jewish/Talmudic teach¬ 
ing which has no place in our history and cannot 


Josephus confirms the Gospel record of this 
usurpation by the Pharisees when he states, 
"...the Pharisees have delivered the people a 
great many observances by succession from their 
fathers, which are not written in the law of 
Moses..." (Antiquities of the Judahites, Book 
XIII, Cha. X, Para. 6.) What more proof do you 
need that Judaism is NOT the religion of Israel 
or Judah? Judaism did not exist before the 
Pharisees imposed their traditions upon the Holy 
Scriptures. Hence, Judaism BEGAN as Talmud¬ 
ism. I state this categorically and defy anyone to 
prove this wrong: It is simply NOT TRUE, as is 
taught by virtually the entire world of Jewish, 
Christian and secular scholarship, that Judaism 
already existed before the Idumean Pharisees 
invented it. 

Judaism has always been CONTRA Moses. A 
mere perusal of the Talmud exposes this as a 
fact. Just because a rabbi makes a claim does not 
mean that it is true. On the contrary, one should 
always presume anything a rabbi says to be a lie, 
unless further investigation proves otherwise. 
The suppression of the Holy Name was begun 
by the Greek Seleucids, followed by the Romans, 
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and then by the Pharisaic Jews under Herod. 
Josephus records the fact that Herod worshipped 
Canaanite gods and even built a temple in their 
honour. Herod's actions against the law of 
Moses are detailed in Book XV, Chapters VIII 
- XL It was by reason of this continuous 
occupation by non-Judahites why, in the New 
Testament, the Name of Yahweh is rarely 
mentioned. Even Yahshua, for fear of the Jews, 
referred to Him in public as "the Father."] 

After spending some time teaching in the temple, 
he then left the temple and later pronounced on 
the city of Jerusalem, "Behold, your house is left 
unto you desolate. For I say unto you. Ye shall 
not see me henceforth, till ye shall say. Blessed 
is he that cometh in the name of the Lord" (Matt. 
23:38-39) Two verses later we read His sentence 
on the temple, "Verily I say unto you, there shall 
not be left here one stone upon another, that shall 
not be thrown down." 



Christ never went back to the temple, it was 
destroyed and burned to the ground in 70 A.D. 
The temple became "as Shiloh," and Jerusalem 
as "Ichabod." The promise of God, through His 
prophet Jeremiah, was confirmed by Christ, and 
history verifies its fulfilment. Not only is the 
Lord's name (Christ) [YAH-shua, Eli] not there 
any more, but with much of the world's intrigue 
and tension centred in the Jewish state called 
"Israeli," the old city is now becoming "a curse 
to all the nations of the earth" as God had 
prophesied! Ministers who still insist the Jews 
will rebuild the temple (which they may) and 
that God will bless it (which He will not) have 
"seen a vain vision", and "spoken a lying Divi¬ 
nation." 

This Foolish Preaching That the Jews 
are Israel 

A great part of this absurd teaching about old 
Palestine is caused by the erroneous belief by 
ministers that the Jews are Israel and that the 
Jewish state of Israeli is the regathering of the 


tribes of Israel. I wonder how many preachers 
have stopped to think that there are about the 
same number of Jews now in old Palestine as 
there were Israelites in the Exodus from Egypt 
over 3,300 years ago (3 millenn i ums ago!). And 
if there was any one thing God promised Abra¬ 
ham, Isaac, and Jacob, it was to multiply their 
seed! 

According to Genesis 48:4, God said to Israel, 
the father of the twelve men who became the 
twelve tribes of Israel, "Behold, I will make thee 
fruitful, and multiply thee, and I will make of 
thee a multitude of people." [It does NOT say, 
"His seed shall become a multitude of ghet- 
toes!!!" - Eli] And in verse 19, speaking of 
Ephraim, one of Joseph's sons and Israel's grand¬ 
son, Israel prophesied of this one man alone that, 
"his seed shall become a multitude of nations." 
Ephriam's descendants alone were to become 
many nations! 

In Genesis 28:3 is God's prophecy to Jacob- 
Israel, "And God Almighty bless thee, and make 
thee fruitful, and multiply thee, that thou mayest 
be a multitude of people." Moses, speaking to 
the two million or more Israelites in the Exodus, 
said to them, "The Lord God of your fathers 
make ye a thousand times as many as ye are and 
bless you as He hath promised you" (Deut. 1:11). 

Solomon is estimated to have had more than 
fifteen million Israelites in his kingdom over 
2,500 years ago and yet preachers today would 
have us believe that less than fifteen million Jews 
in the world today constitute this "multiplied" 
seed of Israel (14,334,195 is the 1976 estimate 
from the Jewish Statistical Bureau, Dr. H. S. 
Linfield, Exec. Secretary, 1976 World Almanac, 
page 214). 

Ministers who teach that the two million or so 
Jews in Palestine are fulfilling Bible prophecy 
of the regathering of Israel are completely ignor¬ 
ing the promises God made to Abraham of the 
immense numbers of descendants who would be 
in that regathering. 

Their teaching is actually an affront to God, yet 
millions of church goers believe and support this 
foolish preaching. Jeremiah was truly right 
when he said of our day, "The prophets prophesy 
falsely .... and My people love to have it so" (Jer. 
5:30-31). 
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Gospel to be Preached Beginning at 
Jerusalem 

After His resurrection, Christ taught the disci¬ 
ples, and it says in Luke 24:45, "Then opened 
He their understanding that they might under¬ 
stand the Scriptures." Solomon said, "Wisdom 
is the principal thing; therefore get wisdom: and 
with all thy getting get understanding" (Pr. 4:7). 
Since we can see how important understanding 
is, what was it that Christ gave the disciples to 
understand? 

In the verses after Luke 24:45 above, we read, 
"And said unto them. Thus it is written, and thus 
it behoved Christ to suffer, and to rise from the 
dead the third day: and that repentance and 
remission of sins should be preached in His 
Name among all nations beginning at Jerusa¬ 
lem." Not ending at Jerusalem, but beginning at 
the city of Jerusalem, and not beginning 2000 
years later when a people who call themselves 
"Jews" occupy the city, but beginning right then. 
"And ye are witnesses of these things. And, 
behold, I send the promise of My Father upon 
you: but tarry ye in the city of Jerusalem, until 
ye be endued with power from on high." 

This is verified by the account in Act 1:8, "But 
ye shall receive power, after that the Holy Ghost 
is come upon you: and ye shall be witnesses unto 
Me, both in Jerusalem, and in all Judea, and in 
Samaria, and unto the uttermost parts of the 
earth." In Acts 2 is the great story of Pentecost, 
the pouring out of the Holy Spirit on Israel, 
beginning at Jerusalem. Peter called it, "this is 
that which was spoken by the prophet Joel" (vs 
16). Then he quoted Joel 2:28, which of course 
was a prophecy to Israel. 

Feed My Sheep (The House of Israel) 

Let us compare Christ's instructions after His 
resurrection with instructions He gave His disci¬ 
ples during His ministry. After His baptism, 
Jesus instructed the twelve disciples to go "to the 
lost sheep of the house of Israel" (Matt. 10:6). 
The word "lost" here is translated from the Greek 
"apollumi" which means: "apo" ("put away") 
and "ollumi" ("punished"). It signifies a volun¬ 
tary losing, which of course is correct, since God 
deliberately put Israel away into the Assyrian 
captivity as a punishment (see 2 Kings 18 & 
Hosea). "Apollumi" is used 13 times in the New 
Testament, and every time it is used in connec¬ 


tion with the house of Israel. (See Strong's 
Concordance #622). 

Then after His resurrection, Christ told Simon 
Peter three times, "feed My lambs ... feed My 
sheep ... feed My sheep" (John 21). Now if 
Peter and the others were to obey Christ and feed 
the "sheep of the house of Israel," they would 
have to go to where the sheep of the house of 
Israel were, would they not? 

So, the question here is - and you cannot under¬ 
stand the difference between the old Jerusalem 
and the new Jerusalem unless you have the 
correct answer to this question - did the disciples 
obey Christ's explicit instructions to "go to the 
lost sheep of the house of Israel" and "feed My 
sheep," first in Jerusalem, then in Judea, then in 
Samaria, and then to the uttermost parts of the 
earth, or did they not? I say they did! 

Christian History - The Unfolding of 
Israel Prophecy 

History and scripture verify that the disciples 
preached the Gospel first in Jerusalem, then in 
Judea, then in Samaria, and then to the uttermost 
parts of the earth where the Israelites had gone. 
British, Roman and other European historical 
records show that some of the disciples who had 
known Jesus in the flesh went directly to the 
British Isles. 

Paul preached in 
Spain, France and 
England. Joseph of 
Arimathea estab¬ 
lished a church in 
England within 5 
years of Jesus's 
death. Others who 
went to England 
were Mary 

Magdalene, Mary 
(mother of Jesus), 
Maximin, Trophimus, Lazarus, Simon Zelotes, 
Clements, Martial, Sidonius, Zacchaeus, and 
Mary (wife of Cleophas). 

Timothy, who had been ordained by Paul, bap¬ 
tized his own nephew, the British King Lucius, 
on May 28, 137 A.D. That same king then 
declared all England Christian in 156 A.D. at the 
National Council at Winchester! (For a more 
complete study of this fascinating subject see my 
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"Paul and Joseph of Arimathea, Missionaries to 
the 'Gentiles'"). 

Information such as that in the above paragraph 
has been completely expunged from our school, 
church, and seminary textbooks. Christians do 
not know their race's Christian history! If they 
did, they would begin to realize that they are 
Israel. Our race reacted just as Christ said His 
Israel sheep would. We heard His voice, and we 
followed Him. Our race became known as the 
"Christian peoples" and are now the great Chris¬ 
tian nations of the world, including our own 
United States of America. We are the only race 
which has reacted to Christ in this manner. 

It was not until about 1500 A.D., after the entire 
White Race had had the opportunity to hear the 
Gospel of Jesus Christ, that the Lord moved 
upon Israel, the Anglo-Saxon and kindred peo¬ 
ples, to then carry it to the heathen, as He had 
said they would. They obeyed. 


Christ Said Jews are Not of God 



Ministers who preach that the Jews are God's 
chosen people defy the plain teachings of the 
Lord Jesus Christ. Speaking to the Jews, Christ 
said, "He that is of God heareth God's Words; 
ye therefore hear them not, because ye are not 
of God" (John 8:47). And to make it very certain 
we understand the Jews are not His sheep, it is 
recorded in John 10:26 that He said to the Jews, 
"But ye believe not, because ye are not of My 
sheep." 

Then after Jesus told the Jews they were not His 
people, he described how His true Israel sheep 
would react when they heard His Word: "My 
sheep hear My voice, and I know them, and they 
follow Me." What race has followed Jesus to 
the exclusion of all other gods? There is only 
one - God's true Israel, the Anglo-Saxon race. 


No, my friends, the disciples did not go to some 
heathen race. They obeyed their Master and 
went to the lost sheep of the house of Israel. The 
New Testament calls us "Gentiles," which means 
tribes or nations. We were the Gentiles among 
the Gentiles, the lost tribes of Israel after the 
dispersion. 

Teaching Error is Very Serious 

My Christian friends, there is another serious 
side to this unscriptural teaching that we are not 
Israel. If your minister teaches that the Jews are 
Israel, the chosen people of God, and that the 
Anglo-Saxon, Celtic, Germanic, and other Euro¬ 
pean Caucasians are not, then your minister is 
saying that all of the disciples disobeyed their 
Lord Jesus Christ and that the Gospel prospered 
in disobedience! That is not Scriptural. In fact, 
it is a very poor way to demonstrate obedience 
to Christ. 

[Since the Jews have always rejected Christ 
utterly, Jesus would not have the Apostles and 
disciples waste their time trying to preach to 
those who would sooner kill them than listen to 
"Christian" preaching. This is still true today. 
The Jews still utterly reject Yahshua Messiah! 
It is amazing how Christian Zionists bend over 
backwards pleasing the Jews, who hate their very 
Lord and Savior with a passion!! These duped 
Christians apparently never read Paul's admoni¬ 
tion, "Be not unequally yoked with unbeliev¬ 
ers"!! (II Cor. 6:14)-Eli] 

The Samaritan Woman 

To continue our study on Jerusalem, turn to John 
4 for a very symbolic meeting between Christ, 
the Redeemer of Israel, and a Samaritan woman. 
They met at a well, identified as "Jacob's well" 
in verse 6, and the woman identified herself as 
a descendant of Jacob in verse 12 by asking 
Jesus, "Art thou greater than our father Jacob, 
which gave us the well?" "Jesus answered and 
said unto her. Whosoever drinketh of this water 
shall thirst again: But whosoever drinketh of the 
water that I shall give him shall never thirst; but 
the water that I shall give him shall be in him a 
well of water springing up into everlasting life." 

She immediately answered, "Sir, give me this 
water, that I thirst not, neither come hither to 
draw." This is not the response of a Jew to 
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Christ; neither is it the response of a heathen. It 
is the response of an Israelite. 

Before we go on in John 4,1 will quote what the 
concordance in the back of my Bible says about 
the Samaritans at the time of Christ: "The 
Samaritans were a mixed race, composed of 
imported colonists and the Israelites who re¬ 
mained when the bulk of the ten tribes were 
carried into captivity. They had a temple to 
Jehovah [Yahweh — Eli] on Mount Gerizim, 
their sacred mountain, they accepted Moses as 
their lawgiver and the Pentateuch as their law, 
but they rejected the traditions and rules of the 
Pharisees. They observed the rite of circumci¬ 


sion, the requirements of the Sabbath, and re¬ 
fused to accept Jerusalem as the one place where 
the temple of Jehovah should stand." 

So Israelites lived in Samaria, they worshipped 
Jehovah, the God of Israel, but knew enough 
about prophecy to refuse to accept the Jewish 
priesthood with its traditions or worship at 
Jerusalem (Would to God ministers knew that 
much today!). This woman was an Israelite, and 
in this meeting she is symbolic of all Israel 
meeting Christ, their Messiah. 

To be Continued OS22388 


In The Name of Yahweh 
By Andrew Carrington-Hitchcock Part 10 


The laws 
regarding the 
ritual after 
childbirth. 

R egarding 

circumcision, 
this law seems 
to have been done away 
with Jesus Christ’s 
sacrifice, see Galatians: 

Galatians 5:2 - Behold, I Paul say unto you, 
that if ye be circumcised, Christ shall profit you 
nothing. 

Galatians 5:3 - For I testify again to every man 
that is circumcised, that he is a debtor to do the 
whole law. 


Leviticus 15:1 - And Yahweh (the LORD) 
spake unto Moses and to Aaron, saying, 

Leviticus 15:2 - Speak unto the children of 
Israel, and say unto them. When any man hath a 
running issue out of his flesh, [because of] his 
issue he [is] unclean. 

Leviticus 15:3 - And this shall be his 
uncleanness in his issue: whether his flesh run 
with his issue, or his flesh be stopped from his 
issue, it [is] his uncleanness. 


Leviticus 15:4 - Every bed, whereon he lieth 
that hath the issue, is unclean: and every thing, 
whereon he sitteth, shall be unclean. 

Leviticus 15:5 - And whosoever toucheth his 
bed shall wash his clothes, and bathe [himself] 
in water, and be unclean until the even. 

Leviticus 15:6 - And he that sitteth on [any] 
thing whereon he sat that hath the issue shall 
wash his clothes, and bathe [himself] in water, 
and be unclean until the even. 

Leviticus 15:7 - And he that toucheth the flesh 
of him that hath the issue shall wash his clothes, 
and bathe [himself] in water, and be unclean until 
the even. 

Leviticus 15:8 - And if he that hath the issue 
spit upon him that is clean; then he shall wash 
his clothes, and bathe [himself] in water, and be 
unclean until the even. 

Leviticus 15:9 - And what saddle soever he 
rideth upon that hath the issue shall be unclean. 

Leviticus 15:10 - And whosoever toucheth any 
thing that was under him shall be unclean until 
the even: and he that beareth [any of] those 
things shall wash his clothes, and bathe [himself] 
in water, and be unclean until the even. 

Leviticus 15:11 - And whomsoever he toucheth 
that hath the issue, and hath not rinsed his hands 


In The Name Of 
Yahweh 




AndfCT»' CamPitHut Hitchcpck 
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in water, he shall wash his clothes, and bathe 
[himself] in water, and be unclean until the even. 

Leviticus 15:12 - And the vessel of earth, that 
he toucheth which hath the issue, shall be 
broken: and every vessel of wood shall be rinsed 
in water. 

Leviticus 15:13 - And when he that hath an 
issue is cleansed of his issue; then he shall 
number to himself seven days for his cleansing, 
and wash his clothes, and bathe his flesh in 
running water, and shall be clean. 

Leviticus 15:14 - And on the eighth day he shall 
take to him two turtledoves, or two young 
pigeons, and come before Yahweh (the LORD) unto 
the door of the tabernacle of the congregation, and 
give them unto the priest: 

Leviticus 15:15 - And the priest shall offer 
them, the one [for] a sin offering, and the other 
[for] a burnt offering; and the priest shall make 
an atonement for him before Yahweh (the 
LORD) for his issue. 

Leviticus 15:16 - And if any man’s seed of 
copulation go out from him, then he shall wash 
all his flesh in water, and be unclean until the 
even. 

Leviticus 15:17 - And every garment, and every 
skin, whereon is the seed of copulation, shall be 
washed with water, and be unclean until the even. 

Leviticus 15:18 - The woman also with whom 
man shall lie [with] seed of copulation, they shall 
[both] bathe [themselves] in water, and be 
unclean until the even. 

Leviticus 15:19 - And if a woman have an issue, 
[and] her issue in her flesh be blood, she shall 
be put apart seven days: and whosoever toucheth 
her shall be unclean until the even. 

Leviticus 15:20 - And every thing that she lieth 
upon in her separation shall be unclean: every 
thing also that she sitteth upon shall be unclean. 

Leviticus 15:21 - And whosoever toucheth her 
bed shall wash his clothes, and bathe [himself] 
in water, and be unclean until the even. 

Leviticus 15:22 - And whosoever toucheth any 
thing that she sat upon shall wash his clothes. 



and bathe [himself] in water, and be unclean until 
the even. 


Leviticus 15:23 - And if it [be] on [her] bed, or 
on any thing whereon she sitteth, when he 
toucheth it, he shall be unclean until the even. 

Leviticus 15:24 - And if any man lie with her 
at all, and her flowers be upon him, he shall be 
unclean seven days; and all the bed whereon he 
lieth shall be unclean. 

Leviticus 15:25 - And if a woman have an issue 
of her blood many days out of the time of her 
separation, or if it run beyond the time of her 
separation; all the days of the issue of her 
uncleanness shall be as the days of her 
separation: she [shall be] unclean. 

Leviticus 15:26 - Every bed whereon she lieth 
all the days of her issue shall be unto her as the 
bed of her separation: and whatsoever she sitteth 
upon shall be unclean, as the uncleanness of her 
separation. 

Leviticus 15:27 - And whosoever toucheth 
those things shall be unclean, and shall wash his 
clothes, and bathe [himself] in water, and be 
unclean until the even. 

Leviticus 15:28 - But if she be cleansed of her 
issue, then she shall number to herself seven 
days, and after that she shall be clean. 

Leviticus 15:29 - And on the eighth day she 
shall take unto her two turtle doves, or two young 
pigeons, and bring them unto the priest, to the 
door of the tabernacle of the congregation. 

Leviticus 15:30 - And the priest shall offer the 
one [for] a sin offering, and the other [for] a 
burnt offering; and the priest shall make an 
atonement for her before Yahweh (the LORD) 
for the issue of her uncleanness. 

Leviticus 15:31 - Thus shall ye separate the 
children of Israel from their uncleanness; that 
they die not in their uncleanness, when they 
defile my tabernacle that [is] among them. 
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Leviticus 15:32 - This [is] the law of him that Leviticus 18:8 - The nakedness of thy father’s 
hath an issue, and [of him] whose seed goeth wife shalt thou not uncover: it [is] thy father’s 
from him, and is defiled therewith; nakedness. 


Leviticus 15:33 - And of her that is sick of her 
flowers, and of him that hath an issue, of the 
man, and of the woman, and of him that lieth 
with her that is unclean. 


Leviticus 18:9 - The nakedness of thy sister, the 
daughter of thy father, or daughter of thy mother, 
[whether she be] bom at home, or bom abroad, 
[even] their nakedness thou shalt not uncover. 


The laws regarding personal hygiene 

Note that the priestly offerings are left in, this is 
so as not to break up this set of verses. Israel 
now need no intermediary between themselves 
and Yahweh, and therefore priestly offerings are 
largely ignored in this book. 


Leviticus 18:1 - And Yahweh (the LORD) 
spake unto Moses, saying, 

Leviticus 18:2 - Speak unto the children of 
Israel, and say unto them, I am Yahweh (the 
LORD) your God. 


Leviticus 18:10 - The nakedness of thy son’s 
daughter, or of thy daughter’s daughter, [even] 
their nakedness thou shalt not uncover: for theirs 
[is] thine own nakedness. 

Leviticus 18:11 - The nakedness of thy father’s 
wife’s daughter, begotten of thy father, she [is] 
thy sister, thou shalt not uncover her nakedness. 

Leviticus 18:12 - Thou shalt not uncover the 
nakedness of thy father’s sister: she [is] thy 
father’s near kinswoman. 

Leviticus 18:13 - Thou shalt not uncover the 
nakedness of thy mother’s sister: for she [is] thy 
mother’s near kinswoman. 


Leviticus 18:3 - After the doings of the land of 
Egypt, wherein ye dwelt, shall ye not do: and 
after the doings of the land of Canaan, whither I 
bring you, shall ye not do: neither shall ye walk 
in their ordinances. 
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Leviticus 18:4 - 

Ye shall do my 
judgments, and 
- i keep mine 
ordinances, to 
walk therein: I 
* [am] Yahweh 
(the LORD) your 
God. 


Leviticus 18:5 - 

Ye shall therefore keep my statutes, and my 
judgments: which if a man do, he shall live in 
them: I [am] Yahweh (the LORD). 


Leviticus 18:6 - None of you shall approach to 
any that is near of kin to him, to uncover [their] 
nakedness: I [am] Yahweh (the LORD). 


Leviticus 18:7 - The nakedness of thy father, or 
the nakedness of thy mother, shalt thou not 
uncover: she [is] thy mother; thou shalt not 
uncover her nakedness. 


Leviticus 18:14 - Thou shalt not uncover the 
nakedness of thy father’s brother, thou shalt not 
approach to his wife: she [is] thine aunt. 

Leviticus 18:15 - Thou shalt not uncover the 
nakedness of thy daughter in law: she [is] thy 
son’s wife; thou shalt not uncover her nakedness. 

Leviticus 18:16 - Thou shalt not uncover the 
nakedness of thy brother’s wife: it [is] thy 
brother’s nakedness. 

Leviticus 18:17 - Thou shalt not uncover the 
nakedness of a woman and her daughter, neither 
shalt thou take her son’s daughter, or her 
daughter’s daughter, to uncover her nakedness; 
[for] they [are] her near kinswomen: it [is] 
wickedness. 

Leviticus 18:18 - Neither shalt thou take a wife 
to her sister, to vex [her], to uncover her 
nakedness, beside the other in her life [time]. 

Leviticus 18:19 - Also thou shalt not approach 
unto a woman to uncover her nakedness, as long 
as she is put apart for her uncleanness. 

Leviticus 18:20 - Moreover thou shalt not lie 
carnally with thy neighbour’s wife, to defile 
thyself with her. 
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Leviticus 18:21 - And thou shalt not let any of 
thy seed pass through [the fire] to Moleeh, 
neither shalt thou profane the name of thy God: 
I [am] Yahweh (the LORD). 


woman stand before a beast to lie down thereto: 
it [is] confusion. 

To be continued OS22084 
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Leviticus 18:23 - Neither shalt thou lie with any 
beast to defile thyself therewith: neither shall any 
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Two Confusing Words Part 2 

John Trotter - Winmalee, Australia 



T his article win deal with the word 
Gentile. Like the word church, there has 
arisen considerable confusion due to the 
misbelief that these words are of Greek origin. 
The shepherds of the flock over the centuries 
have set down the meaning of these words and 
the people have believed the accepted meaning. 

It must be clearly stated that you do not have to 
be a Hebrew or Greek scholar to realise that the 
accepted understanding is incorrect. I am con¬ 
vinced that the vast majority of people who 
attend church do not have in their possession 
basic research material, like that of Strong's 
Concordance, a Greek - Hebrew lexicon and a 
Septuagint, just for starters. Most people do not 
study the Scriptures, they only read them in 
accordance to the interpretation by the church. I 
see little difference between this situation and 
the dark ages of Europe. 

Now for the word Gentile, which is not of Greek 
origin but comes from the Latin word gentilis, 
which means "of or belonging to a family, or 
nation of the same clan". So often you will read 
that the meaning of this word, "has come to 
mean" or "but acquired a restricted sense by 
usage". It is because of this acquired view that 


the world is divided into 2 groups: Jews and 
Gentiles. The assumption is that the Jews con¬ 
stitute Israel. The word Gentile, because it is of 
Latin origin and therefore did not appear in the 
original Scriptures, is not a true translation of 
the word goyim (Hebrew) or et h nos (Greek). 
Like in so many other points the Latin Vulgate 
by Jerome has corrupted many of the words. 

Lexicons are more definitive with the meaning 
of a word, than that of a concordance. Thayer 
says of the words goy and ethnos, "A multitude 
(whether of men or beasts) associated or living 

together.of the same nature or genus". Vine 

says, "Denotes firstly a multitude or company, 
then a multitude of people of the same nature or 
genus. It is used in the singular of the Jews for 
example, Luke 7:5 and 23:2. Vine goes on to 
show that Gentiles is used in Scripture of both 
Jews and non-Jews". The use of the word goy 
(read as Gentile) is seen in the following 
number of uses. In the Hebrew 374 as the word 
nations, 143 as heathen, 30 as Gentiles and 11 
as people. 

In the Greek the word ethnos is used 64 times as 
nation, 5 times as heathen, 93 times as Gentiles 
and 2 as people. One can understand why con¬ 
fusion arises when you do not study but only 
read the Scriptures. There are many other exam¬ 
ples like this throughout the Bible, like the word 
stranger. Another example showing how the 
word Gentile is incorrectly used is with the 
word Hellene (Strong’s Greek 1672). These 
Hellenes were of the Southern House who had 
left their place of captivity in Babylon and were 
living in the Anatolia area. They were speaking 
Greek at the time. 

If we are to assume that the word Gentile is a 
nation who is not of Israel, or not Jewish, then 
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we arrive at some silly conclusions. As there are 
many verses that can be used to show this con¬ 
clusion a few will be chosen : Genesis 12: 1,2; 
17: 5; 25: 23; 48: 19; Jeremiah 31: 36; Luke 7: 
5; John 11: 48 - 50; and Acts 10: 22. 


And the LORD said, ^‘Name him Lo-ammi, 
for you are not My peopie and I am not 
your God.” 

- Hosea 1:9 (NASB' 


There are many things in life that we all can 
change, but there is one thing that none of us can 
change, and that is our ethnicity. Even though 
Israel as a people sinned and were eventually 
cast off and became Lo - Ammi or not my 
people (Hosea 1:9), they did not change God's 
plan for His people. It is true that many did 
intermingle with certain strangers that Israel 
was told not to do, but the eternal promises and 
covenants that God had made with Israel show 
not only God kept His part of the deal but also 
Israel as a people will always exist down to the 
end of time. 

I would like to make it quite clear that my 
reference to Israel is not referred to the State of 
Israel but rather to the many millions that most¬ 
ly live in the Western Nations. It is true a small 
number of Jews are Israel but not the majority. 
Not only will Israel exist but God has promised 
that a remnant will be faithful to the Covenants. 
Finally Christ will set up His Kingdom over His 
people Israel and those of the Ecclesia or sepa¬ 
rated remnant. 

Just as Christ's enemies thought they had finally 
rid themselves of the Saviour and Redeemer, by 
His death on the Cross, so God has allowed the 
word Gentile to fulfil His plan and purpose for 
Israel. This is an incredible paradox of prophe¬ 
cy, just as is the Cross. From death comes life. 
The assumed understanding of the word Gentile 
has largely kept Israel blind. The final scene of 
the final act is yet to show not only the majesty 
of God but also be used to bring back Israel to 
her inheritance and destiny for the ushering in 
of her role within the Kingdom of Christ on 
earth. 


In Romans 11: 25 - 27 we read "blindness in 
part is happened to Israel, until the fullness of 
the Gentiles (nations) come in". Read Isaiah 45 
especially verse 17. Without going into all the 
details the blindness refers to the Southern 
House and the fullness refers to the Northern 
House of Israel. Once the predetermined 
number of the Northern House is gathered in, 
then the eyes of the Southern House will be 
opened. In Isaiah 42: 19 we read: "Who is 
blind, but my servant? or deaf as my messenger 
that I sent ? Who is blind as he that is perfect 
(complete) and blind as the Lord's servant? 
“Isaiah 42 and 49 need to be read to show the 
condition of Israel as a whole. It is true that the 
oracles were given to the Southern House, 
therefore they had the greater responsibility to 
teach the Law and the Words of God. Their 
blindness caused them to not understand the 
teachings of Christ. 

As Israel was scattered amongst the many non - 
Israel nations they became like them (Jeremiah 
9: 16, Ezekiel 12: 15). In Deuteronomy 28: 64 
we are told that they would be scattered 
amongst all people and they shall serve other 
gods. By becoming like other nations Israel lost 
any understanding of what God had intended for 
them, namely to be set apart because by being 
set apart they were to be an example to all 
peoples. 

God's dealings with Israel is a mystery. God is 
allowing world events to happen so as the Lo - 
Ammi feature of His people can be turned 
around to a relationship where we will be called 
"the sons of God" (Hosea 1: 10). Every attempt 
by man to create a just and peaceful kingdom on 
earth will fail. God's plan will win through for 
one day we shall all be gathered together as one 
people (Romans 11: 15); there shall be one head 
appointed and that is Christ. No more shall we 
be gentilised as the other nations. The revelation 
of who we are will be revealed to God's glory 
(Psalm 22: 27, 28). No more will Israel be 
scattered but re-sown in the appointed land; no 
more will the heathen rage; no more confusion 
of the nations; the identity and inheritance of 
Israel will be revealed and all peoples of all 
nations on earth will be blessed. Great Will Be 
The Day Of Jezreel Or God's Sowing Of His 
People. May That Day Be Soon. 

The End OS22186 
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The Trojan Origins Of European Royalty! (Part 5) 

John D. Keyser 

Odin in the New World! east, when they went to receive the investiture 

of the kingdom" (pp. 206-207). 


Where did Odin go after 
establishing his people in 
Northwestern Europe? 
Where was this Faraway 
Land across the seas? 

To find the surprising 
answer we must go to the 
sacred writings of the 
ancient Quiche Maya 
people in Mexico! In the Popul Vuh, a rare 
codice that has been preserved down to this day, 
we find recorded the migrations and wanderings 
of the ancestors of the Maya. The Popul Vuh 
clearly shows that they Traveled Westward 
across The Atlantic Ocean to Mexico! 

Writings and traditions from other Indian tribes 
show similar origins of a people crossing a 
great body of water from the northeast to 
reach their present land! 


Herman Hoeh asks the question: "To what line 
of great kings in the east were these Quiche 
Maya journeying? To the successors of the 
Great Ruler who conducted them, about 1000 
b.c., to the Usumacinta river in Mexico." 

And who was this "great ruler" that led the 
ancestors of the Quiche Maya across "the sea" 
to their new home in Mexico? 

The Maya claim that their kingdom was founded 
by a Great Ruler named Votan or Oden or Dan 
by various tribes. He was a White Man who 
came by sea from the east and settled them in 
their new land. The Time of their migration, 
according to [Spanish historian] Ordonez, was 
ten centuries before the present era. This 
Votan — who was also worshipped as a god — 
was famous for having himself journeyed to a 
land where a great temple was being built. 



Notice what the writer of the Popul Vuh records: 
"They also multiplied there in the east....All 
lived together, they existed in great numbers 
and walked there in the east....There they were 
then, in great numbers, the black man and the 
White Man, many of many classes, men of 
many tongues....The speech of all was the same. 
They did not invoke wood nor stone, and they 
remembered the word of the Creator and the 
Maker..." (English version by Goetz and Morley, 
pp. 171-172). 


Do we have a king in Europe, living at the same 
time Solomon’s Temple was being built 
(around 1000 B.C.), who had dominion over the 
seas, who was worshipped as a god, and whose 
name sounded like Votan? Indeed — Woden, or 
Odin, king of Denmark from 1040-999. He 
was worshipped later as a great god. 
Scandinavian literature is replete with accounts 
of his distant journeyings which took him away 
from his homeland for many months, sometimes 
years. 


The record of the Maya continues: "...they came 
from the east...they left there, from that great 
distance....they crossed the sea" {ibid., pp. 181, 
183). When the rulers of the ancient Maya sought 
to establish their kingdom "they decided to go 
to the east....It had been a long time since their 
fathers had died.... And starting on their journey, 
they said: 'We are going to the east, there 
whence came our Fathers.' Certainly they 
crossed the sea when they came there to the 


Just as King Odin or Danus gave his name to 
Denmark -- Danmark— so Odin gave his name 
to the "Forest of Dan" in the land of the Quiche 
Indians. (See pages 549 and 163 of volume V, 
Native Races of the Pacific States, by Hubert 
H. Bancroft.) "Dan...founded a Monarchy on 
the Guatemalan plateau" (Bancroft, vol. I, p. 
789). His Capital, built for the Indians and their 
White Suzerains, was named Amag-Dan. 

Here we have the records of Danish Kings, as 
early as 1000 years before the birth of Christ, 
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sailing to the New World and planting colonies 
of red men from Europe in the Yucatan and 
Guatemalan highlands. — Compendium of 
World History. Vol. II, pp. 90-91). 

Where did these "red men" Odin planted in the 
New World come from? Notice! "Julius 
Firmicus, an early writer, stated that 'in Ethiopia 
all are bom black; in Germany, white; and in 
Thrace, red.' Thrace was north of Greece and 
originally populated by the children of Tiras, son 
of Japheth (Gen. 10:2). it was from Thrace that 
Odin led the Agathyrsi and other tribes to 
North-western Europe when he founded the 
Danish kingdom. 

"Many of the warriors employed by the early 
princes of western Europe were fierce, of 
swarthy skin, naked and often tattooed and 
painted. Strabo, the Roman geographer, wrote 
that areas of Ireland and Britain were 
inhabited 'by men entirely wild.' Jerome, 
writing in one of his letters in the fifth century, 
characterizes some of them as cannibals: 'When 
they hunted the woods for prey, it is said they 
attacked the shepherd, rather than his flock; and 
that they curiously selected the most delicate and 
brawny parts, both of males and females, for 
their horrid repast.'" {Compendium of World 
History, Vol. II, p. 86.). 

Where some of the Quiche Maya originally 
came from is even more surprising, and totally 
at odds with most modem accounts of American 
Indian origins! Once again, the annals of the 
Indians in the New World reveal the truth about 
their ancestors: 

The Annals of the Cakchiquels — Lords of 
Totonicapan — contains direct reference to the 
racial descent of the nobles who led and 
governed the natives to the New World. 

"These, then, were the three nations of the 
Quiches, and they came from where the sun 
rises, descendants of Israel, of the same 
language and the same customs ....When they 
arrived at the edge of the sea, Balam-Qitze (a 
native title for one in a religious office) touched 
it with his staff and at once a path opened, 
which then closed up again, for thus the great 
God wished it to be done, because they were 


the sons of Abraham and Jacob. So it was that 
those three nations (the "mixed multitude" of 
Exodus 12:38) passed through, and with them 
thirteen others called Vulkamag" — meaning 
the 13 tribes. Israel had altogether 13 tribes 
including Levi. 

"We have written that which by tradition our 
ancestors told us, who came from the other part 
of the sea, who came from Civan-Tulan, 
bordering on Babylonia" page 170. Page 169 
says they "...came from the other part of the 
ocean, from where the sun rises." (Translated 
by Delia Goetz; published by the University of 
Oklahoma Press, 1953.) 

Was the mysterious Civan-Tulan — meaning in 
Indian dialects a place of caves or ravines — the 
region of Petra, where Moses led the children 
of Israel? Petra is famous for its caves. 
Canaanite Hivites, mixed with Egyptian 
stock, dwelt at Petra, or Mount. Seir, at the 
time of the exodus. (Genesis 36:2,20,24). They 
lived at peace with the Hebrews. 

This settlement of Hivites was a region 
dominated by Midian. A high priest who 
visited the land of Midian and Moab in Moses' 
day was named Balaam — almost the exact 
spelling in the Quiche-Maya title Balam used 
for priests! 
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The people led by Odin or Votan across the 
Atlantic to the New World were not exclusively 
the sons of Tiras from Thrace; some tribes 
were called Chivim, reports Ordonez the early 
Spanish writer. It is the very Hebrew spelling 
used for the English word Hivites, some of 
whom once lived in Mt. Seir, the land of caves, 
near Babylon! So the Mexican Indians were a 
mixed people. — Compendium of World 
History, pp. 92-94 


relics were exhumed from the debris littering the 
floor of the crypt. Scattered about were shells 
inlaid with mother-of-pearl, pottery vessels, and 
a ceremonial flint blade that Thompson 
described as resembling "the votive stone 
sickles of the ancient druids...." {Maya: The 
Riddle and Rediscovery of a Lost Civilization, 
by Charles Gallenkamp. Viking Penguin, Inc. 
N.Y. 1985, p. 176). 


Archaeological evidence of the Jewish presence 
in Mexico has been forthcoming over the years, 
showing the annals of Mexico to be accurate in 
all details. A stone has been unearthed in 
Campeche, Mexico, showing the side view of 
a scowling man wearing a large Mayan earring. 
According to William F. Dankenbring: "The 
earring, archaeologists were astonished to learn, 
contains the Star of David in its design. Also it 
contains a lantern-like object which illustrates 
an ancient Phoenician anchor. The combination 
of sailing ship and Star of David is also found 
in a figure on a Jewish tomb at Beit-Shearim, 
Israel, dating from the second or third century 
B.C." {Beyond Star Wars. Triumph Publishing 
Co., Altadena, CA. 1978, p. 87). 

In the ruins of ancient Chichen Itza, in the tomb 
of a High Priest, another amazing artifact was 
discovered:: "One after another, magnificent 


The Druids were the priests and lawmakers 
commonly believed to have been associated with 
the Celtic peoples of Gaul and Britain. The 
Encyclopaedia Britannica states: "Of the 
officials themselves, it seems most likely that 
their order was purely Celtic, and that it 
originated in Gaul, perhaps as a result of contact 
with the developed society of Greece; but 
Druidism, on the other hand, is probably in its 
simplest terms the pre-Celtic and Aboriginal 
faith of Gaul and the British Isles that was 
adopted with little modification by the 
migrating Celts." (1943. Vol. 7, p. 678). 

The uncovering of the ceremonial flint blade at 
Chichen Itza shows that the Mayan people came 
from Northwestern Europe before settling in 
Mexico. 

To be Continued OS11795 


The story of Barbara Palmer, Countess of 
Castlemaine Mistress of King Charles II 

By 

Jane Lark 



Editor’s Note: This is a 
very important article as it 
shows that as a consequence 
of King Charles affair with 
Lady Castlemaine (left: 

agent for the City of 

London) the money power 
giving them a hold over 
Charles II who was between a stone and a hard 
place, that is the papal party and those 
representing the reformation party, behind whom 
was the City of London Money power! King 
Charles dalliance with Lady Castlemaine 

resulted in the British monarchy losing real 

power to the House of Commons! 


1 THOUGHT I’d tell a story from the era of 
King Charles II and reveal some more of the 
scandalous behaviour which went on at 
court. 

King Charles II was known for his insatiable 
appetite with women. He had many mistresses 
and rarely one at a time but the lady whom I am 
going to speak of today was one who kept his 
interest for several years. She was Bom Barbara 
Villiers she was the only child of the 2nd 
Viscount Grandison who died during the Civil 
war. His death left Barbara and her mother 
penniless as his lands were confiscated and all 
his money had been invested in supporting King 
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Charles 1. Her mother remarried, taking her 
father’s cousin as a husband, but they still had 
very little money. Yet they stayed loyal to the 
Royals and when King Charles was executed 
turned their allegiance to his son who was at the 
time in hiding in The Hague where the Stuart’s 
had retreated for safety. 

There is a tale told about Barbara’s family that 
each year on Charles IPs birthday they crept 
down into their dark unlit cellar and toasted his 
health in secret. If this is true it would seem that 
his image was romanticised in Barbara’s eyes 
from an early age. 

Barbara Palmer, Countess of 
Castlemaine 

Barbara was described by diarists of the time as 
tall and voluptuous, with thick auburn hair and 
blue/violet eyes, her beauty was said to be 
striking. It was no wonder then that she traded 
on her looks from a young age when she had no 
dowry to commend her. The first man she is 
kn own to be romantically linked to is Philip 

Stanhope, 2"^ Earl of Chesterfield but he wanted 
a wealthy wife and would not marry her. Barbara 

married Roger Palmer on 14**^ April 1659, before 
Philip Stanhope wed, and one rumour which 
abounds about her is that her first child was 
Chesterfield’s but this child was bom during her 
affair with Charles II and Charles did acknowl¬ 
edge the child as his. 

It was only a year after her marriage that she 
became mistress to Charles II in 1660. He was 
still in exile in The Hague at the time. Barbara 
had sailed there with her husband who was a 
Catholic, to join the out-placed court of suppli¬ 
cants who still sought Royal favour. 

It sounded as though Roger Palmer’s father had 
the measure of Barbara because he’d told Roger 
not to marry her and claimed she would make 
him one of the most miserable men in the world. 
They were living separately by 1662, despite 
Charles II favouring Roger for his wife’s gener¬ 
osity with two titles, Baron Limerick and Earl of 
Castlemaine. 

Barbara bore Charles five children which he 
acknowledged. 


Lady Anne Palmer (who was later 
renamed Fitzroy) bom 1661 

Charles Palmer (who was later renamed 
Fitzroy) bom 1662 

Henry Fitzroy bom 1663 

Charlotte Fitzroy bom 1664 

George Fitzroy bom 1665 

Barbara Fitzroy, the sixth child, was bom 
in 1672 but Charles’s never actually ac¬ 
knowledged her. 



Barbara Palmer, Countess of Castlemaine, 
with her son Charles Fitzroy 

(The surname Fitzroy comes from the mean¬ 
ing son of the King) 

Her period of greatest favour with the King was 
in 1662 when she gave birth to his son at 
Hampton Court, showing no desire to hide her 
child’s parentage, while the King was on his 
honeymoon. On his return he appointed her Lady 
of the Bedchamber to his wife, Catherine of 
Braganza. For obvious reasons his wife com¬ 
plained about it. She had fallen in love with 
Charles on honeymoon and was destroyed when 
she returned to find his lover encamped at 
Hampton Court. 

Why would she wish her husband’s mistress 
attending to her in her bedroom? It is well 
recorded that Charles frequently favoured Bar¬ 
bara over his wife, making a fool of Catherine 
and even arguing with her and tricking her into 
acknowledging his mistress while Barbara gloat¬ 
ed over her influence. Charles’s interest in 
Barbara soon slackened after 1662 although 
clearly their affair continued as they had more 
children, and diarists of the time record the on 
off affair. But Charles’s favourite of 1663 was 
Frances Stuart, whom Barbara had on one occa¬ 
sion mockingly married for a joke. In this year 


(Page 15) 



Barbara converted to Catholicism. We can only 
guess at her reasons, but perhaps it was to try 
and regain the king’s favour. 

In 1670, with Barbara’s affair with 
Charles drawing to a final close, as Barbara grew 
older and the king turned to younger 
lovers, Charles made her Baroness Nonsuch as 
she was the owner of Henry VIII’s Nonsuch 
Palace, he also named her Countess of Castle- 
maine and Duchess of Cleveland, unusually 
declaring her Dukedom of Cleveland would pass 
to her first son, Charles Fitzroy, on her death. 

All honours for favours served of course and 
perhaps parting gifts. This was the rumour 
running through the court at the time. 

John Churchill who built 
Blenheim Palace 

While King Charles II took lower status lovers, 
particularly thinking of the actress Nell Gwynne 
who is commonly romanticised as an orange 
seller. So did Barbara, building up a reputation 
for promiscuity. One of her lovers was an 
acrobat, Jacob Hall, and it was well known that 
her lovers benefited financial from her arrange¬ 
ments with them. Equally as Charles’s lovers got 
younger so did Barbara’s and she became quite 
the Cougar. Barbara Fitzroy, Barbara Palmers 
daughter, bom in 1672, is believed to have been 
fathered by Barbara’s second cousin John 
Churchill who built Blenheim Palace when he 
was much older. 

There is a mock-up of the court intrigues scenar¬ 
io in the upstairs rooms of Blenheim Palace if 
you visit there, with Barbara in the bed, the 
sheets covering her naked body, while John 
Churchill is hidden in the wardrobe as the King 
knocks on the bedroom door coming to his 
mistress. It is a tme scenario although I think by 
this time the King probably cared very little what 
Barbara did and merely used her bed when he 
wished to. Barbara was also a lot older at the 
time than she is portrayed in this scene. 

The story at Blenheim indicates John seduced 
her and my guess would be it was the other way 
about. She may well have even deliberately 
timed the liaison to try and make the king 
Jealous. I think that would have been pointless 
too when Charles had his pick of beautiful 
woman at court and beyond. My assumption that 
Barbara seduced John is supported by the fact 


he benefited handsomely from the liaison, by the 
sum of £5,000 no less, which was a fortune at 
that time. 



Blenheim Palace, called a palace as the land it’s 
built on was donated by the crown and is still 
owned by the Queen. 

What I find quite amusing though is that John 
must have favoured Barbara’s style of personal¬ 
ity, it is said she was bad-tempered and domi¬ 
nant, but equally in her own brash way, the life 
of the party. John later married a woman of a 
very similar temper who most men could not get 
on with but he seemed to adore her. Again if you 
visit Blenheim they have a display about John’s 
wife and the sharp way with which she managed 
the architect and builders of Blenheim Palace 
while he made his name fighting wars abroad 
communicating regularly with her and they 
wrote to each other in very honest appraisal. 

Certainly Barbara’s affair with the King was 
long over by 1676 when she went to Paris and 
lived there for four years with four of her children. 

Like many women of history who spend their 
younger days living on their beauty through 
promiscuity the story of Barbara’s latter years 
grow much sadder as her looks fade. 

Charles’s Death 

After Charles’s death in 1685 Barbara had an 
affair with an actor who had a notorious reputa¬ 
tion for using women. Barbara even bore him a 
child in 1686. In 1705 Barbara’s husband Roger 
Palmer died and then Barbara fell pray to a 
fortune hunter. By records of her later divorce 
this relationship was extremely tawdry and 
Barbara had tumbled to the lowest point of her 
life. The stories recorded at the time describe 
Barbara as lustful with a strong sexual appetite, 
and so when this young man paid her court she 
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was very willing to take up with him and then 
marry him, believing him devoted. The only 
thing he was devoted to was her money. The man 
she married was Major General Robert “Beau” 
Fielding. He was known as “Beau” in recogni¬ 
tion of his good looks and he was unscrupulous. 

While Beau was married to Barbara he had two 
actresses as mistresses and not only them, when 
one of Barbara’s granddaughters fled to her 
dissipated grandmother for protection after her 
marriage failed due to an affair, Beau set up a 
relationship with the Barbara’s granddaughter 
too, in Barbara’s own home. Once this grand¬ 
daughter left the house the affair continued for 
a few more months unknown to Barbara and the 
granddaughter bore Beau a child, although the 
affair had already ended by the time it was bom. 

This all came out in the end and was recorded in 
divorce records of the time and detailed in 
scandal colu m n s as finally it came to light that 
not only did Beau have mistresses but he also 
already had a wife. He had bigamously married 


Barbara only to obtain access to her wealth. 

Barbara died at the age of 68 on October 
1709. What a sad bitter ending to her life when 
she had known so much earlier acclaim as King 
Charles II’s mistress. Barbara’s portrait still 
hangs in Hampton Court among the group of 
Ladies in Waiting King Charles II had painted 
by Sir Peter Lely. The pictures were known for 
being particularly risque with a strong sexual 
indication and the image of Barbara has her 
bodice slack, so you might almost see her nipple, 
while her eyes are heavy-lidded in a come hither 
look and her left hand grips a sword. 

To learn more of Barbara you can read Pepys 
diaries on the intranet. This link leads to the tale 
of the war between Barbara and Charles IPs wife 
recording how Barbara manipulates Charles into 
not only disgracing his wife but treating her with 
appalling craelty. 

The End OS 22430 


The Biggest Secret of World War II 
By T Stokes 



D uring world war ii Litzi 

Friedman was quite a big fish in 
London’s Jewish underground. The 
first wife of Russian spy Kim Philby was 
linked via millionaire Phil Share and Abram 
Games to Herbert Morrison, the British 
Home Office minister, Winston Churchill and 
Churchill’s mentor. Lord Victor Rothschild, 
who was himself a very senior MIS agent. 

Rothschild was then what was called a “black 
bag man”. This was because any operation on 
British soil first had to be approved by the Home 


Office while the Foreign Offiee had to give its 
approval for operations abroad. Failing official 
approval meant it then had to be seeretly funded. 
Whieh meant that Rothschild, being in eharge of 
seeret funds for eovert ops - the so-called blaek 
bag - knew the details of eaeh and every opera¬ 
tion. 

Still, Litzi Friedman with a seeurity file of over 
70 pages was married to top British intelligenee 
officer, Kim Philby, and yet no one suspeeted 
anything? 

With hindsight this obviously seems suspieious 
but at the time the press devoted virtually no 
attention to it. 

Meanwhile there was a very serious military 
threat from Russia, in contrast to Germany where 
Hitler did not want a war with Britain. 

Lord Rothschild in true Soeialist style was a 
flamboyant intelleetual who drove an expensive 
Bugatti raeer, wore a solid gold initialed wateh 
and drank the best ehampagne. As a supposedly 
devout Jew, Rothsehild should have avoided 
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homosexuals, yet he surrounded himself with 
them. Espeeially inviting them to join the “Cam¬ 
bridge Apostles”, supposedly a soeialist debating 
group whom fellow Russian spy John Caimeross 
said were known as the Poofter Boys. 

To keep tabs on the group, Lord Rothschild even 
bought them a house, next door to where he 
himself lived in Bentinc St. This enabled his wife 
and he to listen through the wall to the homosex¬ 
ual parties, chatter and goings on. This group of 
12 inner Apostles (actually there were closer to 
30 members) was under the master himself, who 
thought it was amusing to play the role of Jesus. 

At that time homosexuality was seen as an awful 
abomination, and an easy target for blackmail. 
Maurice Oldfield, the “M” of James Bond fdms, 
was Director General of M.1.5 from 1973-1978, 
allegedly had a taste in young street boys, called 
by the Apostles ‘delicious catamites” 

Margaret Thatcher told the House of Commons 
in 1987 that he had been asked to stand down 
over the blackmail threat of his sexual tastes. 

The King’s brother, the 
Duke of Kent, Prince 
George (right), who was 
boyfriend to Sir Anthony 
Blunt and Noel Coward, 
and was actually arrested 
with Maurice Oldfield dur¬ 
ing the war when a police¬ 
man rounded up what he 
thought were 3 drunken 
street whores, only to find 
they were not just men, but 
among the HIGHEST in the land. 

Prince George was appointed Rear Admiral in 
Naval intelligence and was one of a group along 
with Admiral Barry Domville who wanted to 
negotiate for peace with Germany. Churchill 
however had other ideas and he had the Duke of 
Kent murdered in the same way he killed 
General Wladyslaw Sikorski. 

The Queen Mother claimed that Noel Coward 
told her he was abused as a child, and was 
genuinely sexually disturbed, and this was why 
he was thrown out of the army in W.W. 1. She 
was particularly close to Sir Anthony Blunt, her 
personnel art advisor who passed top wartime 
secrets to Moscow, including her letters to 


Adolph Hitler and this allowed the Soviets to 
pressure her into unwise circumstances. 

Churchill blocked Cowards knighthood for his 
sexual activities; Coward lived the high life 
during wartime austerities continually travelling 
to the Rockefeller building in the U.S.A. 

These 3 men, Maurice Oldfield, The Duke of 
Kent and Noel Coward all had links to Victor 
Rothschild. Rothschild was Churchill’s mentor; 
he made Churchill’s decisions, including the 
bombing of the food trains into the concentration 
camps, and the continued strafing of the inmates. 
Rothschild is on record as saying; 

“There will be no room in the new country for 
shnorrers ” (poor Jews) 

He only wanted the rich powerful and influential 
for the new land, the rest were to be sacrificed. 
Rothschild told the Apostles that the world map 
was being re-drawn and a World socialist gov¬ 
ernment was coming, and those that helped 
would be given positions of great power in this 
“New World Order”. Rothschild went on to give 
prime secrets, referred to in the Spycatcher book 
as “The Crown Jewels”, to the Russians and later 
to Israel. 

In the Russian Intel archives Lord and Lady 
Rothschild are codenamed “David and Rosa”. 
Stalin ordered Lord Rothschild to get Soviet 
agent and homosexual clown Guy Burgess to 
marry Churchill’s daughter Clarissa. What must 
be remembered is that Rothschild and Churchill 
were inseparable in W.W.II. The bankers bought 
Churchill’s services for W.W.II for a recorded 
50,000 pounds to lobby for total war with 
Germany, and even in W.W.l Churchill had a 
bank account in the name of Colonel Arden, to 
accept these secret donations. 

This is tantamount to saying that Churchill 
recently voted Britain’s greatest Englishman in 
a rigged newspaper poll, was a Rothschild 
puppet in two world wars had served a foreign 
master, Britain’s enemy. 

And that I say is true. 

August 29, 2008 
The End OS22432 
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Whatever Is ‘‘Satan”? 
Arnold Kennedy 




INTRODUCTION 

I HE BIBLE 

always makes it 
clear that we 
are all responsible for 
our actions; that we 
must reap what we sow, 
and that in the end we 
have to give account to 
God for those things “done in the body”. 

2 Cor 5:10 “For we must all appear before the 
judgment seat of Christ; that every one may 
receive the things done in his body, according 
to that he hath done, whether it be good or bad. ” 

But the churches commonly present a conflicting 
message about this: 


The only time the Hebrew word Satan" is applied 
other than to mortal man is when it is twice 
applied to God Himself !! The first occurrence 
of this application is in Numbers 22:22, in which 
passage it has correctly been translated as 
"adversary”. Again, in I Chronicles 21:11 it is 
God Himself Who is referred to as Satan," as is 
illustrated by the parallel passage of 11 Samuel 
24:1. 

In the Greek Septuagint, the word is the New 
Testament equivalent of “devil”, and is also 
found in Esther 7:4, Psalm 108:6, as well as the 
other commonly known places where “Satan” is 
found translated as such from the Masoretic 
Text. What follows comes from the latter text. 
The important things to note are,“The Hebrew 
word "Satan is not a name, but merely a 
transliteration, meaning simply "an opponent or 
adversary". 


[a] That what we do “in the body” is what they 
call “works”, and is somehow irrelevant after 
being “justified by faith”. 

[b] That what they call “Satan”[an un-translated 
word meaning “adversary”] is to be blamed for 
everything bad in this world. This view is not 
valid! To show this we shall firstly consider the 
word “Satan”. 

THE WORD “SATAN” 


Strong 7854 confirms the Hebrew, “adversary 
(in general - personal or national)” and Strong 
4567 confirms the Greek, “adversary (one who 
opposes another in purpose or act). 

Thus anything in any way that is an adversary to 
God or to Man is “a Satan”. 

The transliterated Hebrew word in no way 
implies a supernatural being such as is conjured 
up in the modem mind. 


From the “Dictionary of Bible Symbolism” by 
B.A. Hunter, we read about “Satan”. 

Literally, "adversary;" "opponent." The Hebrew 
word "Satan is not a name, but merely a 
transliteration, meaning simply "an opponent or 
adversary". In the O.T. it is transliterated as 
though it were a proper name (Satan) 19 times, 
with 14 of these occurrences in Job. Other O.T. 
passages correctly translate it as “adversary”, or 
“be an adversary”, “resist”, or “withstand”. In 
the N.T., the translators have rendered it as a 
proper name, in spite of the fact it is the same 
transliterated Hebrew word which in no way 
implies a supernatural being such as is conjured 
up in the modem mind. 


The word “Satan” can also be applied to God! 
[This is important to understanding of what the 
word “Satan” actually means]. 

In the O.T. it is transliterated as though it were 
a proper name, whereas it is not in fact. 

For generations, the wrong transliteration of the 
word “Satan” into the proper noun “Satan” by 
translators has created a non-Biblical doctrine. 
This suggests that there are two gods, one good 
God and one bad god who are fighting each other 
for supposedly “immortal souls”. This idea is 
what most churchgoers perceive because it is 
subtly presented to them this way. 

This happens from Sunday School, e.g. the ditty 
“This little light of mine. I’m going to let it 
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shine’’Don’t let Satan blow it out” etc. The 
“Satan” concept has been instilled in children 
from a very early age! 

This basic idea behind all the world’s heathen 
religions has infdtrated the churches. 
Translations and traditions cause this to be 
virtually standard teaching, the origin of which 
we shall consider further on. Most churchgoers 
are brought up with this idea and it has become 
deeply ingrained into their subconscious minds. 

WHERE DOES EVIL ACTUALLY COME 
FROM? 

Now, having looked briefly at the word “Satan”. 
We can consider exactly where the evil actually 
comes from. 

Jeremiah 17:9-10 “The heart is deceitful above 
all things, and desperately wicked: who can 
know it? I the LORD search the heart, I try the 
reins, even to give every man according to his 
ways, and according to the fruit of his doings. ” 

Genesis 8:21 “For the imagination of man’s 
heart is evil from his youth. ” 

Hebrews 3:12 “Take heed, brethren, lest there 
be in any of you an evil heart of unbelief, in 
departing from the living God. ” 

Note that the New Testament and the Old 
Testament are in exact agreement about the “evil 
heart” and the consequences of what we do! 
Jesus confirms the source of evil: 

Matthew 15:19 “For out of the heart p roceed 
evil thoughts, murders, adulteries, fornications, 
thefts, false witness, blasphemies: 

Now the questions these verses raise are: 

1. If there is nothing worse than the human 
heart, and if all evil proceeds from the human 
heart, could there possibly be some being 
supposedly worse called “Satan”? 

It is clear that the answer to the first question is 
that the evil comes out of the heart, there being 
no mention of a “Satan” as an personal identity 
or “Satan” as an adversary. 

2. Do we “say” things in our hearts, or do we 
blame “Satan” for thoughts and words that 
originate evil, as churches infer? 


Let us consider together a few verses concerning 
the second question taking notice of the phrase 
“said in his heart”. In them there again is no 
mention of a “Satan” or “Satan”. 

Genesis 17: 17 “Then Abraham fell upon his 
face, and laughed, and said in his heart, Shall 
a child be born unto him that is an hundred years 
old? and shall Sarah, that is ninety years old, 
bear? ” 

Genesis 27:41 “And Esau hated Jacob because 
of the blessing wherewith his father blessed him: 
and Esau said in his heart. The days of 
mourning for my father are at hand; then will I 
slay my brother Jacob. ” 

Psalm 10:6-13 “He hath said in his heart, I shall 
not be moved: for I shall never be in adversity. 
His mouth is full of cursing and deceit andfraud: 
under his tongue is mischief and vanity. He 
sitteth in the lurking places of the villages: in the 
secret places doth he murder the innocent: his 
eyes are privily set against the poor. He lieth in 
wait secretly as a lion in his den: he lieth in wait 
to catch the poor: he doth catch the poor, when 
he draweth him into his net. He croucheth, and 
humbleth himself, that the poor may fall by his 
strong ones. He hath said in his heart, God hath 
forgotten: he hideth his face; he will never see 
it. Arise, O LORD; O God, lift up thine hand: 
forget not the humble. Wherefore doth the 
wicked contemn God? he hath said in his heart. 
Thou wilt not require it. 
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Psalm 14:11 “The fool hath said in his heart, Prov. 16:6 “By mercy and truth iniquity is 
There is no God. They are corrupt, they have purged: and by the fear of the LORD men depart 
done abominable works, there is none that doeth from evil. ” 
good. ” 

Honesty demands that we should admit our part 
Obadiah 3 “The pride of thine heart hath in yielding to temptation. 
deceived thee, thou that dwellest in the clefts of 

the rock, whose habitation is high; that saith in James 1:13-16 “Let no man say when he is 
his heart, Who shall bring me down to the tempted, I am tempted of God: for God cannot 
ground?’’ be tempted with evil, neither tempteth he any 

man: But every man is tempted, when he is 
Luke 12:45 “But and if that servant say in his drawn away of his own lust, and enticed. Then 
heart. My lord delayeth his coming; and shall when lust hath conceived, it bringeth forth sin: 
begin to beat the menservants and maidens, and and sin, when it is finished, bringeth forth death, 
to eat and drink, and to be drunken. ” Do not err, my beloved brethren. ’’ 

Now, there are hundreds of Let us no longer err about this in blaming 
verses in the Bible referring “Satan”, as the churehes do! 
to the human heart that do not 

bear any reference to “Satan”. NONE OTHER GODS. 

[There are some 46 New 

Testament verses referring to The churches effectively have two gods before 
“the devil” which we will them, despite what the Bible presents: 
come back to later]. So when 

religious persons blame Deuteronomy 5:7; “Thou shalt have NONE 
“Satan” for evil in people, OTHER gods before me. ’’ 
they are passing on religious tradition and are 

generating untruths. It is simply passing blame God emphatically denies the two-god concept, 
for the actions of their unregenerate and wicked Please note the capitalized words in the next verse 
hearts onto another supposed entity. 

Psalm 83:18 “That men may know that thou. 
This is the vogue today, even in our law courts, whose name ALONE is JEHOVAH, art the most 
where blame is passed on to someone or to high over all the earth. ” 
something else. This is denying responsibility 

and accountability. It is the false, “the devil Isaiah 37:16 “O LORD of hosts, God of Israel, 
made me do it”, trip we often hear about. It is that dwellest between the cherubims, thou art the 
somewhat like people who are dying through God, even thou ALONE, of all the kingdoms of 
having smoked tobacco for years, blaming the the earth: thou hast made heaven and earth ”. 
tobacco growers or tobacco manufacturers for 

their condition, as we find them now doing. Isaiah 44:24 “Thus saith the LORD, thy 

redeemer, and he that formed thee from the 
Yes, it is always our just God who is sovereign, womb, I am the LORD that maketh all things; 
not “Satan”. that stretcheth forth the heavens alone; that 

spreadeth abroad the earth BY MYSELF. ” 

John 12:40 “He hath blinded their eyes, and 

hardened their heart; that they should not see 1 Cor. 8:4-6 “As concerning therefore the eating 
with their eyes, nor understand with their heart, of those things that are offered in sacrifice unto 
and be converted, and I should heal them. These idols, we know that an idol is nothing in the 
things said Esaias, when he saw his glory, and world, and that THERE IS NONE OTHER 
spake of him. ’’ GOD BUT ONE. For though there be that are 

called gods, whether in heaven or in earth, (as 
Prov. 16:4 “The LORD hath made all things for there be gods many, and lords many,) But to us 
himself: yea, even the wicked for the day of evil, there is but ONE GOD, the Father, of whom are 
Why? ’’ all things, and we in him; and one Lord Jesus 

Christ, by whom are all things, and we by him. ” 
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Ephesians 4:6 “ONE GOD and Father of all, 
who is above all, and through all, and in you all. 

James 2:19 “Thou believest that there is ONE 
GOD; thou doest well: ” 


So if we have any concept at all in our minds 
about there being two Gods [or more] we are not 
doing well! 



Quoting Charles 
Spurgeon, “There 
are certain doctrines 
called Calvanistic, 
which I think 

commend 
themselves to the 
minds of all 

thoughtful persons 
for this reason 
mainly - they 

ascribe to God 

everything”. 



THE WORD “ADVERSARY”. 


As soon as we put the right meaning as 
“adversary” onto the word “Satan”, that is 
“adversary (in general - personal or national) ” 
and, “adversary (one who opposes another in 
purpose or act) - Strongs 7854 and 4567”) we 
can start to get a glimmer of light on this subject. 
Remember that Jesus called Peter “Satan” when 
Peter was being an adversary to Him. Yet Peter 
could not have been the literal “Satan” pictured 
by the churches. 


Note: Because “adversary” is the same word as 
that translated as “Satan” elsewhere, in this 
verse, David is called a “Satan” to the Philistines. 

2 Sam 24:1 And again the anger of the Lord was 
kindled against Israel, and he moved David 
against them to say. Go, number Israel and 
Judah. 

Note: This passage specifies that it was God who 
moved David. It is parallel to the following 
passage in Chronicles which states God was an 
“Satan” [opponent]. 

/ Chron. 21:1 “And Satan (i.e. God as an 
adversary of Israel) stood up against Israel, and 
provoked David to number Israel. ” 

Ps. 38.20 “They also that render evil for good 
are mine adversaries (satans); because I follow 
the thing that good is. ” 

Ps. 71:13 “Let them be confounded and 
consumed that are adversaries (satans) to my 
soul; let them be covered with reproach and 
dishonour that seek my hurt. ” 

The word “adversaries” is “Satan” in the Hebrew 
in these two verses, as in many others. 

Psalm 109:4-6 “For my love they are my 
adversaries: but I give myself unto prayer. And 
they have rewarded me evil for good, and hatred 
for my love. Set thou a wicked man over him: 
and let Satan [an adversary] stand at his right 
hand. ” 


The following passages exemplify the 
alternatively rendered word to illustrate the fact 
that the meaning of the word “Satan” has been 
distorted. We should read “adversary” where 
“Satan” is written. 

Num. 22:22 “And God's anger was kindled 
because he went: and the angel of the Lord stood 
in the way for an adversary (i.e. a satan) against 
him.... ’’ 

1 Sam. 29:4 “And the princes of the Philistines 
were wroth with him; and the princes of the 
Philistines said unto him. Make this fellow 
return, that he may go again to his place which 
thou hast appointed him, and let him not go down 
with us to battle, lest in the battle he be an 
adversary -(i.e. a Satan) to us.... ” 


The word translated as “adversaries” [7853] in 
this verse is a different form of the same root 
word translated “Satan” [7854] at the end of the 
verse. Note how the translators wrongly put in a 
capital “S” as they have in so many places to try 
to make Scripture fit their beliefs. 

Next we shall see that the New Testament 
confirms the Old Testament. 

Matt 16:22-23 “Then Peter took him, and began 
to rebuke him, saying. Be it far from thee. Lord: 
this shall not be unto thee. But he turned, and 
said unto Peter, Get thee behind me, Satan thou 
art an offence unto me: for thou savourest not 
the things that be of God, but those that be of 
men. ” 
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Note: The word '^offence ” means “the trigger of 
a trap”. The things that are “of men” are the 
adversary nature and what comes from the evil 
heart of fallen Man. 

Mark 1:13 “And he was there in the wilderness 
forty days, tempted of Satan [i.e. adversary]; and 
was with the wild beasts; and the angels 
ministered unto him. ” 

2 Thess 2:8-9 “And then shall that Wicked be 
revealed, whom the Lord shall consume with the 
spirit of his mouth, and shall destroy with the 
brightness of his coming: Even him, whose 
coming is after the working of Satan [i.e. 
adversary] with all power and signs and lying 
wonders. ” 


blasphemy of them which say they are Jews, and 
are not, but are the synagogue of Satan [i.e. of 
adversaries]. 

Revelation 3:9 “Behold, I will make them of the 
synagogue of Satan [i.e. of adversaries], which 
say they are Jews, and are not, but do lie; 
behold, I will make them to come and worship 
before thy feet, and to know that I have loved 
thee. ” 

Again, these verses have a capitalised “S” 
wrongly inserted by the translators. 

To Be Continued 19121 


Revelation 2:91 know thy works, and tribulation, 
and poverty, (but thou art rich) and I know the 

There Are Two Crowns Operant In England, 
One Being Queen Elizabeth II. 

By Mark Owen 



A lthough extremely 

WEALTHY, the Queen functions 
largely in a ceremonial capacity and 
serves to deflect attention away from the other 
Crown, who issues her marching orders through 
their control of the English Parliament. 

This other Crown is comprised of a committee 
of 12 banks headed by the Bank of England 
(House of Rothschild). They rule the world 
from the 677-acre, independent sovereign state 
know as The City of London, or simply 'The 
City.' 


The City is not a part of England, just as Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. is not a part of the USA. 

The City is referred to as the wealthiest square 
mile on earth and is presided over by a Lord 
Mayor who is appointed annually. 

When the Queen wishes to conduct business 
within the City, she is met by the Lord Mayor at 
Temple (Templar) Bar where she requests per¬ 
mission to enter this private, sovereign state. 
She then proceeds into the City walking several 
paces behind the Mayor. 
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Her entourage may not be clothed in anything 
other than service uniforms. 

In the nineteenth century, 90% of the world's 
trade was carried by British ships controlled by 
the Crown. The other 10% of ships had to pay 
commissions to the Crown simply for the privi¬ 
lege of using the world's oceans. 

The Crown reaped billions in profits while oper¬ 
ating under the protection of the British armed 
forces. This was not British commerce or Brit¬ 
ish wealth, but the Crown's commerce and the 
Crown's wealth. 



The Temple Bar Church (The Temple) 

As of 1850, author Frederick Morton estimated 
the Rothschild fortune to be in excess of $10 
billion [today, the combined wealth of the bank¬ 
ing dynasties is $300 trillion]. Today, the bond¬ 
ed indebtedness of the world is held by the 
Crown. 

The aforementioned Temple Bar is the juristic 
arm of the Crown and holds an exclusive mo¬ 
nopoly on global legal fraud through their Bar 
Association franchises. The Temple Bar is com¬ 
prised of four Inns of Court. They are; the 
Middle Temple, Inner Temple, Lincoln's Inn 
and Gray's Inn. The entry point to these closed 
secret societies is only to be found when one is 
called to their Bar. 

The Bar attorneys in the United States owe their 
allegiance and pledge their oaths to the Crown. 
All Bar Associations throughout the world are 
signatories and franchises to the International 
Bar Association 

located at the Inns of Court of the Crown Tem¬ 
ple. 

The Inner Temple holds the legal system fran¬ 
chise by license that bleeds Canada and Great 


Britain white, while the Middle Temple has 
license to steal from America. 

To have the Declaration of Independence recog¬ 
nized internationally. Middle Templar King 
George III agreed in the Treaty of Paris of 1783 
to establish the legal Crown entity of the incor¬ 
porated United States, referred to internally as 
the Crown Temple States (Colonies). States 
spelled with a capital letter 'S,' denotes a legal 
entity of the Crown. 

At least five Templar Bar Attorneys under sol¬ 
emn oath to the Crown, signed the American 
Declaration of Independence. This means that 
both parties were agents of the Crown. There is 
no lawful effect when a party signs as both the 
first and second parties. The Declaration was 
simply an internal memo circulating among 
private members of the Crown. 

Most Americans believe that they own their 
own land, but they have merely purchased real 
estate by contract. Upon fulfilment of the con¬ 
tract, control of the land is transferred by War¬ 
ranty Deed. The Warranty Deed is only a 'colour 
of title.' Colour of Title is a semblance or ap¬ 
pearance of title, but not title in fact or in law. 
The Warranty Deed cannot stand against the 
Land Patent. 

The Crown was granted Land Patents in North 
America by the King of England. Colonials 
rebelled at the usurious Crown taxes, and thus 
the Declaration of Independence was created to 
pacify the poplulace. 

Another ruse used to hoodwink natural persons 
is by en fr anchisement. Those cards in your wal¬ 
let bearing your name spelled in all capital 
letters means that you have been enfranchised 
and have the status of a corporation. A ‘juristic 
personality' has been created, and you have 
entered into multi-variant agreements that place 
you in an equity relationship with the Crown. 

These invisible contracts include, birth certifi¬ 
cates, citizenship records, employment agree¬ 
ments, driver's licenses and bank accounts. It is 
perhaps helpful to note here that contracts do 
not now, nor have they ever had to be stated in 
writing in order to be enforceable by American 
judges. If it is written down, it is merely a 
written statement of the contract. 

Tax protestors and (the coming) draft resistors 
trying to renounce the parts of these contracts 
that they now disagree with will not profit by 
resorting to tort law (fairness) arguments as 
justification. Judges will reject these lines of 
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defence as they have no bearing on contract law 
jurisprudence. Tort law governs grievances 
where no contract law is in effect. 

These private 
agreements/contr 
acts that bind us 
will always over¬ 
rule the broad 
general clauses 
of the Constitu¬ 
tion and Bill of 
Rights (the Con¬ 
stitution being essentially a renamed enactment 
of English common law). The Bill of Rights is 
viewed by the Crown as a 'bill of benefits,' 
conferred on us by them in anticipation of reci¬ 
procity (taxes). 

Protestors and resistors will also lose their cases 
by boasting of citizenship status. Citizenship is 
another equity agreement that we have with the 
Crown. And this is the very juristic contract that 
Federal judges will use to incarcerate them. In 
the words of former Supreme Court Justice 
Felix Frankfurter, "Equity is brutal, but we are 
merely enforcing agreements." The balance of 
Title 42, section 1981 of the Civil Rights Code 
states, "citizens shall be subject to like punish¬ 
ment, pains, penalties, taxes, licenses, and exac¬ 
tions of every kind" 

What we view as citizenship, the Crown views 
as a juristic enric hm ent instrumentality. It also 
should be home in mind that even cursory circu¬ 
lation or commercial use of Federal Reserve 
Notes effects an attachment of liability for the 
payment of the Crown's debt to the FED. This is 
measured by your taxable income. 

And to facilitate future asset-stripping, the end 

of the 14* amendment includes a state of debt 
hypothecation of the United States, wherein all 
enfranchised persons (that's you) can be held 
personally liable for the Crown's debt. 

The Crown views our participation in these 
contracts of commercial equity as being volun¬ 
tary and that any gain accrued is taxable, as the 
gain wouldn't have been possible were in not for 
the Crown. They view the system of interstate 
banks as their own property. Any profit or gain 
experienced by anyone with a bank account (or 
loan, mortgage or credit card) carries with it - as 
an operation of law - the identical same full 
force and effect as if the Crown had created the 
gain. 


Bank accounts fall outside the umbrella of 
Fourth Amendment protection because a com¬ 
mercial contract is in effect and the Bill of 
Rights cannot be held to interfere with the exe¬ 
cution of commercial contracts. The Crown also 
views bank account records as their own private 
property, pursuant to the bank contract that each 
of us signed and that none of us ever read. 

The rare individual who actually reads the bank 
contract will find that they agreed to be bound 
by Title 26 and under section 7202 agreed not to 
disseminate any fraudulent tax advice. This 
written contract with the Crown also acknowl¬ 
edges that bank notes are taxable instruments of 
commerce. 

When we initially opened a bank account, an¬ 
other juristic personality was created. It is this 
personality (income and assets) that IRS agents 
are excising back to the Crown through taxation. 

A lot of ink is being spilled currently over 
Social Security. Possession of a Social Security 
Number is known in the Crown's lex as 'conclu¬ 
sive evidence' of our having accepted federal 
commercial benefits. This is another example of 
an equity relationship with the Crown. Present¬ 
ing one's Social Security Number to an employ¬ 
er seals our status as taxpayers, and gives rise to 
liability for a reciprocal quid pro quo payment 
of taxes to the Crown. 

Through the Social Security Number we are 
accepting future retirement endowment bene¬ 
fits. Social Security is a strange animal. If you 
die, your spouse gets nothing, but rather, what 
would have gone to you is divided (forfeited) 
among other premium payers who haven't died 
yet. 

But the Crown views failure to reciprocate in 
any of these equity attachments as an act of 
defilement and will proceed against us with all 
due prejudice. 

For a person to escape the tentacles of the 
Crown octopus, a thoroughgoing study of 
American jurisprudence is required. One would 
have to be deemed a 'stranger to the public trust,' 
forfeit all enfranchisement benefits and close all 
bank accounts, among other things. 

Citizenship would have to be made null and 
forfeit and the status of 'denizen' enacted. If 
there are any persons extant who have passed 
through this fire, I would certainly appreciate 
hearing from them. 

The End OS22413 


W 

The Crown 
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Harold Stough Notes 

The Brahan Seer 
Of Scotland 


T he brahan seer is undoubtedly the 
most famous of all Celtic seers although 
the reality of the 17th Century Coinneach 
Odhar Fiosaiche or Ke n neth Mackenzie is 
hidden deep in legend. The roots of these legends 
may have come from a holy man in the 1600’s, 
about whom legends have grown with the years. 
It has also been surmised that Kenneth may be 
an amalgamation of several seers from the 16th 
Century and beyond and that the prophesies have 
been changed and adapted over the centuries 
from numerous sources. 



lipped, the third half witted and the fourth with 
a stammer. 


The Highlands of Scotland have a long history 
of seers and those gifted with the second sight. 
The possible earliest written reference to the 
Brahan Seer is found in the Bannatyne’s ‘History 
of the Macleods’ from 1832. Hugh Miller’s 
‘Scenes and Legends of the North West of 
Scotland’ from 1874 mentions that he was 
labourer near the Brahan Castle, bom in Baile 
na Cille on Lewis. He is reputed to have used a 
white stone with a hole in it to see into the future. 
(Stones with natural holes were once believed to 
have magical properties, and have a long history 
of folk use). 

He worked at the castle for the Seaforth 
Mackenzies and offended Issabella the Countess 
of Seaforth who had him tried for witchcraft and 
burned alive in a barrel of tar at Chanonry Point 
in Fortrose between 1665 and 1675 (or 1577 in 
some versions). He suffered this terrible fate 
because he told the countess of a vision in which 
her husband was in the arms of another woman. 

Before he died he is reputed to have made a 
prediction about the fall of the Seaforth 
Mackenzies. The curse/prediction is basically 
that the last Laird Mackenzie would be deaf and 
mute, that he would die after his sons, that the 
lands would be inherited by a white hooded 
widow from the East who will kill her sister, and 
that all this would come to pass in the time of 
four great Lairds: 1 buck toothed, another hare 


The curse was reputed to have been played out 
in 1816 when Francis Humbertson 
Mackenzie(who was hard and reluctant to talk 
after contracting scarlet fever) outlived his son, 
and the four Lairds of Chisholm, Grant, Raasay 
and Gairloch were all as described in the 
prophesy. 

In some ways the Brahan Seer can be seen as 
Scotland’s Mother Shipton in that many of the 
prophesies were published after the fact, and in 
some cases are vague enough to be adapted to a 
number of situations and events, although his 
most famous one about the fate of the Seaforth 
Mackenzies is supposed to have been known 
well before the 19th C. The most detailed version 
of his prophesies were published in 1899 in 
Alexander Mackenzies: The Prophesies of the 
Brahan Seer. 

There is no real evidence that the Brahan Seer 
existed as a single person and there is a similarity 
between his prophesies and the sayings of other 
seers such as those from the Islay Seer: Am 
Fiosaiche Ileach. Prophesies have always had 
the power to intrigue and the ones of the Brahan 
Seer are so specific to Scotland and Scottish 
culture that they have survived and been adapted 
over the centuries to what we have today. Of 
course these are now subject to the sometimes 
twee romanticisms of the tourist industry. 
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The legend still has enough endurance to affect 
decisions today. I have talked to people who will 
not use the Ferry named the Isle of Lewis Ferry 
because they believe that is was prophesied that 
the Isle of Lewis would sink by the Brahan Seer 
and they have taken this to be the Ferry rather 
than the island. 


When there are 7 bridges over the Ness Inverness 
will be consumed with fire from Black rain and 
tumble into the sea. Sheep shall eat men, men 
shall eat sheep, and a black rain shall eat all 
things. This prophesy is supposed to cover the 
period of the Highland clearances although the 
black rain part of this has been the subject of 
speculation for many years. 


His many supposed predictions include 
Straffpeffer becoming a Spa town, and the 
Highland Clearences of the 1800’s. Here is an 
abridged version of one of the prophesies: 


The End OS22433 


What Happened? ( Part 2) 
By Monica Stone 



T he education of children 

and college students are riddled with 
Political Correctness, Cultural Marxism, 
equality and misinformation. If the student dare 
to question he will not be allowed to earn his 
degree and will be ostracized never to be able to 
find a job. So to appease the Vampire, we keep 
on teaching untruths and the castle is getting 
bigger and bigger and heavier built on sand of 
nothingness. This is going on for so many years 
all the information being fed to the students 
became a way of life, we all became used to it. 
“It was always like this” is the answer, nobody 
ask a question, all just accept and so we slide 
through the ages as idiots. Becoming more 
idiotic as time goes by. To sift through truth and 
lie is becoming more and more difficult as the 
one is flowing into the other, like the Aegean 
stable we will have to use drastic measures to 
clean all this up. 

In the medicine world our doctors who should 
have been healers, after all they made a promise 
to save lives, to heal and to help. Not so, our 


doctors became liars, hopeless in diagnoses and 
using humans as guinea pigs, not saving, but, 
destroying. How many died at the hands those 
who should have been healed? We would never 
know. 

Our justice system became a nightmare, there 
is no justice, only law enforcement, enforcing 
the law of the vampire. Long gone those days 
when a policeman (political incorrect word) gave 
his hand to help, now the hand holds a gun and 
is used. Judges are corrupt, the prison system 
became a money making industry. How many 
innocent men/women are incarcerated, no one 
knows, they just rot in a cell somewhere, all 
forgotten. This also is not new it comes as long 
as Cultural Marxism is established, not always 
under this name, sometimes it is called a “revo¬ 
lution” of the one or other political party or 
despot pushing his will on the people. Galileo 
went to prison, because he was politically incor¬ 
rect, only centuries later was it proven he was 
correct. The list goes on and on. 

Coming back to the situation in South Africa, 
mudslinging and blame are being laid at the feet 
of the African National Congress, all the ills 
befalling the population are blamed on the 
leaders. This is true, but what happened and why 
did we get to this situation where ever 5 dhing we 
held dear is falling apart? 

One of the reasons of why South Africa is in this 
dire situation fighting for our very survival is the 
lack of knowledge about the modus operand! of 
the Vampire. I listen to so many White leaders 
of today and there is no lack of amazement how 
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they blunder on from one side to the other. It is 
so true in Hosea 4: 

For want of re¬ 
flection My peo¬ 
ple will perish; 
For you have 
rejected all 
thought from 
yourselves. So I 
reject you from 
the Priesthood 
to Me;- And 
having aban¬ 
doned the Laws 
of your God, I 
will abandon 
your children 
Myself!- As 
against Me they sinned in their power, To 
contempt I will change all their honour. (Ferrar 
Fenton). 

Is this what happened, we in our stupidity, 
thinking we can fight this war against the Vam¬ 
pire all by ourselves why we are failing in any 
attempt for these ages gone by to destroy the 
enemy? With selfishness, lack of insight we 
brought this now out of control situation on 
ourselves. How many centuries have we gone to 
war against our own brothers, how many of our 
own perished through the ages with such a lot of 
blood spilled we did not get anywhere, but fed 
the Vampire who lives on the blood of the Aryan 
Race. We have lost the best of our Race through 
senseless wars, we are standing on the precipice 
of annihilation by the beast of the field, the foot 
soldier of the Vampire. The beast is driven by 
his hatred towards everything that is orderly, 
civilized and beautiful, he has none of these 
attributes in his make-up as he never accom¬ 
plished anything. Because of his vicious, mur¬ 
derous behaviour he is an excellent tool in the 
hands of the Vampire with their hatred since the 
beginning of time towards the Priesthood of the 
Most High God. 

We have to understand it is not only the material 
gain, the accumulation of property, be it human 
or real estate, it goes beyond this, it is far more 
complex than this. These Vampires are the 
offspring of Lucifer/Satan who are still rebelling 
against the Most High God, the Creator of the 
Heavens and the Earth. Satan has to destroy the 
Aryan Race as he wants to rule over all creation 


and we the Aryan Race is in his way. In our lack 
of knowledge and understanding we are the most 
treasured helpers to Satan-Lucifer-Vampire 
command centre in the Universe. 

What will it take for the Aryan Race to come to 
their senses before we are completely destroyed 
by this evil force? Maybe a major planet catas¬ 
trophe never before experienced? With the 
Vampire in full control of all the Aryan and 
non-Aryan armies, the media, all walks of life, 
there is no chance in any way any nation or 
leader for that matter can stand up and change 
the course of our direction to get out of this death 
cell, death wish and hold the darkness has over 
us. 

Maybe these word from HABAKUK (Ferrar 
Fenton) describes our situation the best. What is 
astonishing that Habakuk’s ministry was about 
626 BC, nothing has changed for too many ages, 
if it does not change and for the better we might 
as well put off the light on the Aryan Race’s 
existence on planet earth, here follows the 
burden that Habakuk, the Preacher saw: 

How long, LORD, shall I shout, - 
and You not attend t my cry? 

To You I shriek out when oppressed 
but You listen not! 

Why do I see passion and sin? 

With bribery ad wrong in my presence - 
and contention, and strife rising up? 

For the law is relaxed, and the right never 
wins, 

but the wicked encircle the good, 
so the criminal gains the decree! 

Nations! Look and reflect, and observe 
for a work I will do in your days, 
you will not believe if it told! 

I will raise up the Kasdim, a nation ferocious 
who will march from a country afar, 
to seize dwellings that are not their own. 

And with them are Terror and Fear, 
they make a law and rules for themselves; 
their horses are swifter than leopards, 
and fiercer than ravening wolves! 

Their proud cavalry rich from afar,- 
they come, - they fly on like an Eagle 
that rushes along to devour! 

All of them came on for plunder !- 
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Greedy faces as the wind of the east, 
and they gather up slaves like the sand! 
They scoff at Kings, laugh at the Princes, 
and they jeer at all fortifications, 
for they take them by heaping up dust! 

As the tempest sweeps by, and it passes, 
so he sees by his trust on his God. 

But are YOU not LORD from of old?- 
my HOLY GOD! We shall not die,- 
You appointed him LORD by Decree, 
and. My Rock, You empowered him to punish! 

Your pure eyes never sanction the wrong, 
and oppression You will not endure,- 
then why do You look on the traitors,- 
and are dumb when the bad rob the good? 
And make men like the fish of the sea, 
and like reptiles with no one to rule? 

He pulls them all out with his hook, 
sweeps his net or collects in his drag,- 
He therefor can laugh and rejoice, 
so worships his net, burns sweets to his drag, 
for he prospers by them on good food. 
Should he not therefore spread out his net, 
and continually Nations destroy? 

I think we can really relate our situation with 
what Habakuk wrote so many centuries ago. So 
in studying and accumulating the knowledge of 
why we are in this death knell, what are we going 
to do about it? Are we going to sit talking at 
meetings, conferences, lamenting, complaining 
about such and such and putting the blame on 
whatever and whomever we find handy, instead 
of going back into our souls to determine when 
and where we chose the wrong path. Our Father 
never left us, we turned our back on Him when 
we chose to follow the Son of Morning Star. 

Even in this ONE MINUTE before midnight 
strike for the complete annihilation of the Aryan 
Race, there is always HOPE and we must NEV¬ 
ER forget that. We had so many prophets telling 
us, warning us, let’s NOW change our attitude 
and start listening. 

In the case of the Boers in South Africa, we made 
a Covenant with the Most High God before the 
Battle of Blood River on December 16, 1838. 
We have to bow our heads in shame, as our 
Father kept His promise and gave us the victory 
over the Zulu impis, but true to our nature, after 
the victory we just went our merry way and 
forgot about it. Now it is time to renew this Vow 


and then stand by it, honour it, our God will be 
with us. He has always been, we have to repent 
and return to Him, follow His Laws, not man¬ 
made Laws or as the preachers of the day make 
the laws as they go. The first and foremost is to 
LOVE OUR GOD, WITH ALL OUR HEART, 
there is nothing beyond this, no compromise or 
make believe. We have become so shallow we 
really make ourselves believe that we love God, 
it is only lip service. Let us believe God that He 
truly will be with His Children and then we can 
fight and be His Battle axe and once and for all 
in this last battle against His ages old adversary 
be Victorious and defeat this old devil called 
Satan and his minions. Without our Most High 
God and Heavenly Father we cannot, we are not 
able to do this on our own. The time has come 
to admit we failed miserably through the ages, 
we do not have the luxury to think we can do this 
alone any more. 

May our Heavenly Father be with us all, give us 
the understanding, knowledge and insight to do 
what must be done. So let it be said, so let it be 
done. 

BOOK OF SCROLLS 

These are the words spoken by the Great inter¬ 
preter. 

Who through the powers inherited by him 
from above and by the powers now in his keep¬ 
ing, 

all freely bestowed upon him by the grateful 
hearts 

of his people below, will lead us the Fields Of 
Everlasting Glory. 

O Exalted One, intermediate between gods and 
men, what we now do for you, you do for us. 
Let 

Your deeds and your words become our words, 
thus, it ever was and thus it will ever be, while 
mortal beings make pilgrimage through 
This valley of tears. 



The End OS22189 
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The Legal Fiction - How They Control Us 

Roger Hayes 



IHROUGHOUT 

the ages 

mankind’s 
ingenuity has allowed 
one group of people to 
! control others. The 
creation of the legal 
I fiction is a superb 
example - it is the very foundation of how we 
are controlled today and yet the knowledge of 
its existence eludes all but a tiny few of us. 

Judges know how the legal fiction applies to 
each of us, but barristers, solicitors. Magistrates 
and politicians mostly do not - it is a closely 
guarded secret. Our courts impose their will on 
us using the legal fiction and it is through this 
imposition that governments are able to control 
every facet of our lives. Without the ‘legal 
fiction’ governments and an array of authorities 
have no power over us whatsoever and with this 
in mind it is perfectly clear that understanding 
the legal fiction is a prerequisite to 
understanding how the world around us really 
works as distinct from how we think it does. 
Knowledge and understanding of the legal 
fiction is the first step on the road of freedom. 
So What Is The Legal Fiction & How Does It 
Impact On Our Lives? 

If you tried to explain the concept of the ‘legal 
fiction’ to the average individual in the context 
of how it applies to them, there is a high degree 
of probability that they would stare back at you 
as though you were quite mad—explanation 
rarely attracts a demand to know more, which it 
should, generally people find comprehension 
beyond their scope of understanding and they 
prefer therefore to dismiss it as an absurdity. The 
creators of the legal fiction knew this and have 
used our own ignorance to further their aims to 
control and dominate us, their ultimate weapon 
being plausible deniability. But suddenly we are 
waking up to what is really going on and as we 
do the shackles of control are starting to loosen. 

Imagine having a conversation in the 10* 
century in which you were describing a mobile 
telephone to an audience— they would to a man 
and woman think you were a complete lunatic— 
despite being able to explain the science behind 


it, and so it is with trying to explain the ‘legal 
fiction’ today. Fortunately, thanks to people like 
John Harris, Winston Shrout, Robert Arthur 
Menard and others, the secret of the ‘legal 
fiction’ also known as the ‘strawman’ has been 
laid bare and as a consequence those of us who 
are prepared to learn are now able to take 
advantage of this very important knowledge. 

But bear in mind this— thepowers-that-be have 
a vested interest in us not knowing how they 
effect their control over us... and this translates 
into them being adamant that you must not know 
of the existence of the legal fiction, never mind 
understand it. 

So if you are thinking about writing to the 
government and asking them to confirm the 
existence of the legal fiction, may I suggest that 
your time would be better spent writing to the 
mafia and asking them to confirm in writing that 
they are indeed engaged in organised crime. 
Please let us know if you get a reply. 

The legal fiction is described briefly as ‘a means 
by which something can be done in law, which, 
without the legal fiction, would not be possible.’ 
Look it up in a law dictionary. There are many 
applications of the legal fiction concept and only 
through study will you get to grips with the 
extent of its functions. It is not complicated, just 
confusing and understanding it requires that you 
resist the urge to dismiss it as a nonsense. 
Because we have limited understanding of the 
origins of the universe, that does not mean that 
it does not exist - and so it is with the legal fiction. 

A Company Is A Legal Fiction 

If we assume that your name is Roger Hayes— 
you could create a legal fiction called KROGER 
HA YES LIMITED' which you could own lock, 
stock and barrel. You could lend the company 
money and it in turn could buy and own plant, 
machinery and stock and build up an array of 
assets and wealth through trade - all of which 
would then belong to the company—^but not you. 
Yes you would own the company, but the 
company would own the assets. If on behalf of 
the company you sold some stock, you would be 
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required to put the proceeds into the company’s 
bank account and not your own private account. 
The company would be obliged to pay back the 
money that you lent it, but apart from that the 
only way that you could take any benefit from 
the company would be if it paid you a wage as 
a manager or a dividend as a shareholder and if 
the company went bust with net liabilities, you 
would not be liable for its debts. 


It is easy to see then how despite you being the 
only owner and thus the controller of the legal 
fiction ROGER HAYES LIMITED' that it 
remains an entirely separate entity to you. You 
could sell the company and somebody else 
would then control it, despite it keeping your 
name. Now to deliberately confuse you... this 
entity was also given the generic name person 
and yes, it is meant to confuse you. In legalese 
(the language of law) the word ‘person’ means 
company or corporation; it does not mean man 
or woman. In an ordinary dictionary ‘person’ is 
described as an individual human being. In a law 
dictionary ‘human being’ is described as a 
monster. Do you think they were trying to bring 
clarity to the meaning of words or do you think 
they were trying to create confusion? Obviously 
it was the latter and it was both deliberate and 
calculated. 


When you were bom (still assuming that your 
name is Roger Hayes) and your parents 
registered your birth, the government set up a 
company which they called ROGER HA YES. If 
you look at all your official documents you will 
see that they are all represented with capital 
letters as a means of distinction. It is important 
to remember, that as it was the government that 
created this company, it is they that own and 
control it - despite it having your name. The 
deceit was in the fact that they did not tell you. 


nor did they want you to know, that they would 
use this company (person) as a tool to attach 
liabilities to the real you. 

Thus, ROGER HAYES the company was 
created and existed alongside Roger Hayes the 
flesh and blood boy created and named by your 
parents. But in the absence of the knowledge of 
the existence of the former everybody was led 
to believe that everything applied to the latter - 
as devious a plan surely as selling land on the 
sun to the unsuspecting. 

When officialdom then asks the question ‘Are 
you Roger Hayes?’ What they are really asking 
is ‘Do you accept the liabilities for ROGER 
HAYES the company (i.e. the person)?’ and 
when you say YES - you are unwittingly 
accepting the liabilities placed upon the ‘person’ 
(company) that they own and through which they 
establish their authority over you . How very 
clever and devious is that? 

Roger Hayes is a flesh and blood man. ROGER 
HAYES is a person (company) - and they are 
separate entities. You control you, they control 
the person, if you accept the liability of the 
person - then they control you. 

All Acts of Parliament are applied to the ‘person’ 
(the company), and not the man or the woman. 
This is self-evident in that the words man or 
women are never used in Acts of Parliament. So 
Acts do not therefore apply to the flesh and blood 
man or woman, if they did, they would say so. 
Acts of Parliament extend to you the man or 
woman only if and when (through your 
ignorance) you accept the responsibility and 
liability of the ‘person.’ When a policeman or a 
judge asks you for your name - they are tricking 
you into accepting their authority over you, 
because you have unwittingly assumed 
responsibility for the legal fiction (despite them 
also being ignorant of this fact) and the fact is 
that they must get you to acknowledge ‘the 
name’ i.e. ‘the person’ i.e. the ‘legal fiction’ 
‘ROGER HAYES’ before they can assume their 
authority over you. 

When you say YES my name is ROGER 
HAYES, you are submitting/consenting to their 
authority, and conversely if you deny the liability 
of the corporate entity then you deny them the 
control that they need to enforce their penalty 
charge notices upon you. Denial of consent is 
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denial of authority which means no penalties. It 
is as simple as that. 

So now you know - 
government secures 
its authority over you 
by simply asking your 
name, or by getting 
you to fill in one of 
their forms. If you 
understand this then 
you can start to adjust 
the way in which you 
respond to their 
demands. Learn how 
to respond to this 
deceitful tyranny and 
your life will change; you will become freer in 
mind, in spirit and in reality. And the more of us 
pushing them back the faster we will take back 
control of our nation. 

By denying the control that the legal fiction 
creates, you will be making an enormous stride 
in securing your freedom. 

The fact remains that the Government and its 
institutions, i.e. the police, the courts, the taxman 
have authority over you by virtue of you 
unwittingly giving them your consent. But, 
whilst statutes (Acts of Parliament) apply only 
to the legal fiction - common law most definitely 
applies to YOU - the flesh and blood man or 
women. Be very careful to understand the 
difference. Common law which the police 
monitor as peace officers (constables) protects 
our natural rights, common law are the rules that 
govern how we behave towards our fellow men 
in order that we can all to live in peace and 
harmony with others without the threat of harm 
or loss. 

So speeding, parking, council tax, VAT, PAYE 
etc all apply to the ‘legal fiction’ which you have 
an absolute right to reject if you so choose, but 
if standing up for your rights is too much trouble, 
you can chose to continue to remain compliant 
and obedient. Take your choice. 

I have no objection to paying my fair share 
towards running a system of which we are all 
beneficiaries, but I will not be dictated to. If 
refusing to pay my council tax, speeding and 
parking fines is the way to bring about change 
that will benefit us all, then that is what I am 


going to do. Hopefully many more people will 
start thinking and acting like free men and 
women, the sooner we do then the sooner we 
will close down the tyranny and the sooner our 
lives will start to improve. 

BUT —and there’s always a but, the ‘legal 
fiction’ has benefits as well as liabilities. The 
NHS, schooling, child benefits, land and home 
ownership, bank accounts etc, all come to you 
courtesy of the ‘legal fiction.’ If you want to 
dump the liabilities, you are potentially going to 
have to dump all the benefits as well. So you 
have to have a clear understanding on what it is 
you are letting yourself in for before you start 
messing with the system. 

Dear reader, our controllers are not stupid... they 
have been working their scheme for a long time. 
They have devised a system that gives as well as 
it takes and it has been a careful balance of both 
of these that has allowed them to maintain their 
control. So if there are benefits as well as 
liabilities and we do not want to throw the baby 
out with the bath water, where do we go from 
here? 

The answer to that dilemma is simple. The 
system can be used for our overall benefit. The 
bad guys have taken control of it and they are 
quite deliberately using it for their benefit at our 
expense. They are using it to fine us excessively 
and needlessly to feed their greed, to tax and 
persecute us; keeping us on a tread mill of 
servitude and making our lives a misery in the 
process. We have a right to take the benefits and 
reject the liabilities when the balance has been 
distorted to our detriment - which clearly it is. 

The writer has been in court (on numerous 
occasions) denying the liabilities of the legal 
fiction - to date 100% successfully. There have 
been some feisty moments - it has been an 
interesting journey during which compliant 
servants of the system have watched in 
bewilderment (and ignorance) as we (many 
friends and activists) have turned up at court and 
said NO —^we do not accept your authority. 

The shock to authority is palpable; they respond 
by shouting, barking orders for us to obey, they 
use threats, intimidation and occasionally they 
call their security guards and the police to try 
and force us into submission - all to no avail. 
We have stood our ground and witnessed the 
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weakening of their resolve and have watched as 
they have instead slowly started to submit to our 
authority. In court now, we ask the questions and 
they do the responding. They become 
particularly more compliant when we remind 
them that the courts belong to the people—not 
them. 

The flesh and blood man is considerably more 
powerful than their legal fiction controls; it is 
just a matter of discovering how it is that we can 
demonstrate our authority over them. It has been 
and will continue to be a bumpy ride, made 
smoother with the support of those who attend 
courts as witnesses. 

The British Constitution Group is pushing the 
tide of tyranny back slowly but surely, we do it 
with the knowledge that we are right and they 
are wrong as evidenced by their gradual 
submission to our demands. But we still have a 
long way to go. The more of us that join the fight, 
the faster we will take back control. We do not 
need elections or referendums or any other 
controlled mechanism to free ourselves from 
corrupt government be it in the UK or in 
Brussels, we just need the spirit, determination 
and courage to stand up and say NO. 

We, the British people have right to govern 
ourselves, we have a natural instinct to want to 
preserve our sovereignty and our independence... 
but we have been lulled into thinking that we 
need the permission of a powerful elite to secure 
it—we do not. 


We have become confused about our identity 
and our nationhood - we no longer understand 
the purpose of our constitution and the rule-of- 
law. Some of us have been fooled into thinking 
of ourselves as European, a universal description 
with as much meaning as calling ourselves 
earthlings. 

We are British - English, Scots, Welsh and 
Northern Irish. We have amongst us people from 
every country on earth, here to share in what is 
unique to these islands and the British people - 
a nation of tolerance, compassion, fortitude, fair 
play and justice. We have taken these values to 
the world - and it seems that the time has come 
to do so again. 

Our future will not be determined by a political 
party, it will not be determined by puppets like 
Clegg, Cameron or Brown (remember him?)— 
our future will be forged by those amongst us 
who find the courage to stand up for our rights 
and declare them to the world. 

The tyranny that has been built up around us will 
crumble when we stand up and defend ourselves. 
This is a game of numbers... when there are more 
of us than there are of them... the job will be 
done. 


The End 


Letters And Views 



The EU and Soveignty 


Sir —A letter of mine concerning the EU 

Dear Mr Howarth, Thank you for correcting 
me regarding my suspicion that Lord Kilmuir's 
letter had been removed from the House. 


I read the Hansard debate which you kindly 
directed me to. 

What I found remarkable in that debate about 
parliamentary sovereignty, was that although it 
was mentioned several times that the real 
sovereignty rested with the people, no one 
mentioned that this sovereignty was established 
through time and is our common law. 

Giving away our sovereignty to another state is 
treason. It really is that simple. Endless 
arguments over parliamentary sovereignty just 
result in long debates during which much 
misinformation is circulated and confuses the 
population. 
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The bottom line is that all treaties withe the EU 
are against our common law. You accept that no 
parliament can bind a future parliament. This is 
because our common law is superior to 
parliamentary law as was evidenced last year in 
the Supreme court who rejected statutory 
arguments because they were contrary to the 
superior common law. 

All of the speakers in the debate should make a 
joint point of order to the speaker asking him to 
rule on the lawfulness of each EU treaty. He 
would be bound to agree with Lord Kilmuir's 
assessment. It would follow from that that 
parliament would have to go back to the time in 
1972 when our sovereignty was first given away. 
Debating the issue invites others to use the 
Lisbon treaty to try and escape. That effectively 
means accepting that the Lisbon treaty is a lawful 
treaty. It is not. Yours truly, John Timbrell. 
Drybrook, Glos. 

Golden Milk 



Sir—, I came across this interesting 
recipe for a drink with many health 
benefits: 

We will reveal the recipe of one magnificent 
drink that offers numerous health benefits. 

It is called “Golden Milk” and should be 
regularly consumed in the morning. Turmeric is 
the main ingredient of the golden milk. The 
primary component of this fantastic spice, 
curcumin, has been found to have 150 different 
therapeutic properties, including anti¬ 
inflammatory, antioxidant, and anti-cancer 
properties. 

These are some of the most important health 
benefits of the use of turmeric 


Reduces Triglyceride levels regulates high blood 
pressure. Strengthens the immune system Helps 
in the case of neurological disorders Maintains 
cholesterol levels Stimulates digestion Regulates 
the metabolism and promotes weight loss. Treats 
various skin issues. Improves the memory and 
the brain function. Has anti-inflammatory, anti¬ 
oxidant, antiseptic, analgesic properties. 
Detoxifies the liver. 

If you mix turmeric with black pepper, you will 
improve the bio-availability of turmeric by 1,000 
times. This is a result of a substance in black 
pepper, called piperine, which raises the body’s 
absorption of turmeric by 2000%! 

Golden Milk- Recipe 
Turmeric Paste: 

Ingredients: 

1/4 cup of turmeric powder 
1/2 cup of filtered water 
1/2 teaspoon of ground pepper 

Method of preparation 

Place all ingredients in a small saucepan and mix 
them well. Place the saucepan over medium heat 
and stir the mixture frequently until you obtain 
a paste. Leave the paste to cool and then place it 
in a small jar. Refrigerate. 

Golden Milk: 

Ingredients: 

1/4 teaspoon or more of turmeric paste 
Honey(to taste) 

1 cup of almond milk (you can also use hemp or 
coconut milk) 

1 teaspoon coconut oil 

Method of preparation 

Add all ingredients, apart from honey, in a 
saucepan. Heat them over medium heat, and stir 
constantly. Remove it before it boils and add 
honey to it. 

A woman from Bristol, England, had her cup of 
golden milk every day, and she noticed some 
amazing results within a month! Her chronic 
inflammation reduced, and she experienced an 
instant metabolism boost. Sources: Yours 
Truly, DJ, USA 
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Celtic Culdees 



Sir_, Columbanus brought twelve Celtic 

Culdee Disciples to re-enforce our churches in 
Europe. One was Saint Gaul. We have in each 
place the best Celtic artwork still ongoing in 
Europe. 

This one example of Saint Gall's Gospels in 
Switzerland, where the church finally rose up 
against Rome some centuries later when they 
tried to ban marriage for clergy. Zwingli and 
Kaiser-Schlosser, that's my mother's surname, 
all had risen up against these papal bastards and 
kicked them out of Switzerland. 

In retaliation they then burned the Priest Kaiser- 
Schlossser at the stake, which started the real 
protestant wars. These wars were a continuation 
of the Waldensian and Culdee wars, also Zwingli 
etc was all before Luther. 

For many centuries these were very devastating 
one-sided victories where simply the orthodox 
(culdee etc) were burned alive, and Rome 
declared crusades against them. These histories 
from the time of Columbanus till the reformation 
are sparsely documented, but they had their 
protection for centuries by Bishops of Lyon as 
Culdee Waldensians, who later fled to Britain 
and Scotland for religious freedom. 

This Luther era protestant war of Zwingli 
achieved that they must pay reparations to the 
surviving orphans of Priest Kaiser-Schlosser. 
This became a major German family of 
protestant theologians, and consecrators of 
German Kings generations. These protestants 
were chosen to anoint the King for many 
centuries, rather than being anointed by Rome's 
pretender bishops. 

This family which stood against Rome over 
many centuries, has remained victorious as can 


be counted throughout the centuries, although 
remaining in the minority. It will not be a 
minority for ever. Anyhow enjoy the artwork - 
example, left. CELTIC SWITZERLAND 
CULDEE ELDER WARRIORS. Yours truly, 
SM, The Netherlands. 


Success Against The IRS 

Sir—,This is the conclusion of my 3 year battle 
with HMRC regarding imposing penalties 
(£1475.77) on me for 2 late Self Assessment Tax 
Returns. 

On the advice of John Timbrell I sent the CEO 
of HMRC the following notice by email. This is 
a Notice and has legal standing. The wording 
and use of'i' instead off is deliberate and not a 
typo. 

Below this notice is HMRC's reply - you will 
love this! Jack 

Having taken legal advice i hereby serve you this 
notice. 

i tried using reasoned argument with your 
employees because the late entry of the Self 
Assessment Tax Form was beyond my control, 
i now take advantage of the common law which 
is superior to the statute law which you claim is 
your authority to issue penalties. 

To the CEO of Her Majesty's Revenue and 
Customs. 

Notice 

i reject your request to pay a penalty because 
HMRC must first:- 

1 ) demonstrate that there is a contract between 
the HMRC and myself the living man john lewis 
and not MR. JOHN LEWIS a person and 
corporation. 

2) That the HMRC have given full disclosure as 
required by common law re the services being 
offered and these have been accepted by me for 
value so stated. 

3) That you can demonstrate manifestation of 
intent by way of my signature on a contract 
between us. 

4) that the terms and conditions of any contract 
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are lawful under eommon law not aeeording to 
statute law. 

5) That any liability order if it is to be sought is 
to be against the legal fietion MR. JOHN 
LEWIS, a person and corporation by HMRC a 
corporation being of equal status as required by 
law and not against John of the family lewis a 
living man and thus of superior status to a 
corporation which would render the proceedings 
unequal in law and thus invalid. 

6) That the penalty is lawful. 

i am informing you that I do not give my consent 
to hearings being conducted in a court de facto 
and should you continue to pursue me i require 
this matter be dealt at a court de jure under 
common law and that judgement be made by a 
jury of my peers. 

i require the legal team of the HMRC to be aware 
of the status of magistrates courts or 
administrative courts as being a branch of the 
Ministry of Justice which is a registered 
corporation, and as such conducts it's business 
under Admiralty Jurisdiction whose rulings on 
dry land are invalid without the consent of both 
parties to any hearing, i john of the family lewis 
will not give my consent to such proceedings 
under Admiralty Jurisdiction. 

I write without ill will vexatiousness or frivolity. 

Yours sincerely, 

signed electronically as allowed under the civil 
procedure rules. 

john of the family lewis. Residing at- 


Reply 

(Extracted from original) 



Date 11 January 2016 
Dear Mr Lewis, 

Thank you for your email of 3 January 2016 to 
our Chief Executive. 


I have been asked, as Customer Service Manager 
for PAYE and Self Assessment, to reply to you. 
You are concerned because we initially refused 
your appeal against the penalties we charged you 
for the late filing of your 2011.12 and 2012-13 
tax returns, I am sorry for the worry this has 
caused you. 

After careful consideration, I have decided to 
cancel all the penalties. I have updated our 
records to show you have nothing to pay. 

You are due a tax refund totalling £5.04. 
including interest, from your 2009-10 and 2010- 

II returns. We used this to reduce the penalties 
you were due to pay. However as the penalties 
are no longer due, I have arranged to send you a 
cheque for this amount. You should receive this 
shortly. 

If you have any follow up questions arising from 
this response, please write to Carolyne Vosilius 
at: Complaints Service PAYE and Self 
Assessment HM Revenue and Customs BX9 
lAB or telephone her on 03000 513370. 
Carolyne will be happy to help. 

If you would like more information about our 
complaints procedure, please go to 
www.gov.ukicomptain-to-hm-revenue-and- 
customs or phone me if you are unable to access 
the internet. Yours Sincerely. 

Yours truly JL. UK. 


The Government Just Admitted It 
Will Use Smart Home Devices For 


Spying 



Sir _, Many Readers are wholly unaware that 

the smart devices making their home more 
custom and responsive are making data that can 
be hacked or collected. 

This product image provided by Amazon shows 
the Amazon Echo speaker. The biggest feature 
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in Amazon’s Echo speaker is a voice-recognition mainly because federal agencies have so many 
system called Alexa that is designed to control more avenues for spying. This echoes comments 
Pandora, Amazon Music and Prime Music by many surveillance experts, who have made 
services as well as give information on news, clear that, rather than “going dark”, we are 
weather and traffic. (Amazon via AP) actually in the “golden age of surveillance”. 


anmzon echo 

amazon.com/echo 



Amazon Echo sees when you’re sleeping. It 
knows when you’re awake. 

If you want evidence that US intelligence 
agencies aren’t using surveillance abilities 
because of the rising use of encryption by tech 
companies, look no further than the testimony 
on Tuesday by the director of national 
intelligence, James Clapper. 

As the Guardian reported. Clapper made clear 
that the Internet of things - the many devices like 
thermostats, cameras and other appliances that 
are increasingly connected to the Internet - are 
providing ample opportunity for intelligence 
agencies to spy on targets, and possibly the 
masses. And it’s a danger that many consumers 
who buy these products may be wholly unaware 
of 

US intelligence chief: we might use the Internet 
of things to spy on you 

“In the future, intelligence services might use the 
Internet of things, for identification, surveillance, 
monitoring, location tracking, and targeting for 
recruitment, or to gain access to networks or user 
credentials,” Clapper told a Senate panel as part 
of his annual “assessment of threats” against the 
US. 

Clapper is actually saying something very 
similar to a major study done at Harvard’s 
Berkman Centre released last week. It concluded 
that the FBI’s recent claim that they are “going 
dark” - losing the ability to spy on suspects 
because of encryption - is largely overblown. 


Privacy advocates have known about the 
potential for government to exploit the Internet 
of things for years. Law enforcement agencies 
have taken notice too, increasingly serving court 
orders on companies for data they keep that 
citizens might not even know they are 
transmitting. Police have already been asking 
Google-owned company Dropcam for footage 
from cameras inside people’s homes meant to 
keep an eye on their kids. Fitbit data has already 
been used in court against defendants multiple 
times. 

But the potential for these privacy violations has 
only recently started reaching millions of homes: 
Samsung sparked controversy last year after 
announcing a television that would listen to 
everything said in the room it’s in and in the fine 
print literally warned people not to talk about 
sensitive information in front of it. 

While Samsung took a bunch of heat, a wide 
array of devices now act as all-seeing or all¬ 
listening devices, including other television 
models, Xbox Kinect, Amazon Echo and GM’s 
On Star program that tracks car owners’ driving 
patterns. Even a new Barbie has the ability to 
spy on you - it listens to Barbie owners to 
respond but also sends what it hears back to the 
Mothership at Mattel. 

Then there are the rampant security issues with 
the Internet of things that allow hackers - 
whether they are criminal, government or 
something in between - to access loads of data 
without any court order, like the creeps who were 
eavesdropping on baby monitors of new parents. 
Just a few weeks ago, a security researcher found 
that Google’s Nest thermostats were leaking 
users zipcodes over the Internet. There’s even 
an entire search engine for the Internet of things 
called Shodan that allows users to easily search 
for unsecured webcams that are broadcasting 
from inside people’s houses without their 
knowledge. 

While people voluntarily use all these devices, 
the chances are close to zero that they fully 
understand that a lot of their data is being sent 
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back to various companies to be stored on 
servers that can either be accessed by 
governments or hackers. 

While Clapper’s comments are generating new 
publicity for this privacy worry, the government 
has known about the potential to exploit these 
devices for a long time. The then CIA director 
David Petraeus made clear that intelligence 
agencies would use the Internet of things to spy 
on people back in 2012, saying: 

Items of interest will be located, identified, 
monitored and remotely controlled through 
technologies such as radio-frequency 
identification, sensor networks, tiny embedded 
servers, and energy harvesters - all connected to 
the next-generation Internet using abundant, 
low-cost, and high-power computing. 

As Wired put it, Petraeus was expressing 
excitement the CIA would soon be able spy on 
you through your dishwasher. 

Author and persistent Silicon Valley critic 
Evgeny Morozov summed up the entire problem 
with the Internet of things and “smart” 
technology in a tweet last week: 

While Internet-connected devices are not going 
away - it’s a certainty they will only get more 
prevalent - it’s important that companies make 
them as secure as the end-to-end encryption the 
FBI director loves to complain about, and that 
we press the government to enact strict new rules 
to prevent our privacy from being invaded thanks 
to the weakest link among televisions or dolls or 
thermostats that line billions of homes around 
the world. Your Truly, Trevor Timm. 


POLAND - Polish Church Calls For 
Christianity to “Return to 
Jewish Roots” 

Sir_, While Poland is often depicted as a 

most catholic country, it is also the catholic 
country which has been the most deeply and 
thoroughly subverted by the Jews, Jewish 
thinking, Judaic poison. 

One of the greatest attack against Christianity 
has come from Poland: Jacob Frank. Even 
though the name of this crypto-Jew is not 


mainstream among gentile households, it should 
be as he is the man who struck one of the 
deadliest blow at Catholicism. 



Redemption Thru Sin: everyone should be 
familiar with this Judaic concept which was first 
diffused into Polish Catholic Church and society 
before it spread all throughout the Catholic world. 
Not only has he made kosher everything that 
used to be considered sinful, he went further by 
destroying all moral barriers known to man, 
unleashing all the Judaic demons out into the 
Catholic world. 

Back then as it is now, children became the most 
sought after prize and this, in my opinion, may 
explain how the Catholic Church became 
infested by (crypto-Jewish) pedophilic priests. 

Edward Cwierz, who helped found the Cenacle 
Church of Kielce in south central Poland in 
1992. He is also a senior pastor of their sister- 
church, the Cenacle Tent of David in Warsaw, 
which organized the “March of Support for 
Israel” on January 10th. The march, intended to 
show support in the face of rising European 
anti-Semitism, was well-attended, with hundreds 
of Christians coming from all over Poland to 
show their support for Israel. Your’s truly, R. 
Gale, Middlesex. 





Lut«D to AUn Campbell T3IkioB nitb 
^aslor EU James, an tbe last Sunday of each 
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IF THE TRUTH BE 
KNOWN 
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CD 127 minutes (listen to Audio Clip on site) 
$16.00 

Here you will find the ignored story of the 
massive deportations of the German peoples 
from Eastern Germany, Poland, the Baltic 
States, and the Sudetenland and its attendant 
horrors. 

The entire library of many more audio programs 
is available as a bundle. All told, this is nearly 14 
hours of great historical commentary! Plus, you 
realize a savings of $20 dollars. For full details 
and to purchase go to the website:— 

http://www.untoldtales.net 


Is now on air! 

24 hr streaming of items 
of interest to identity 
believers including live 
broadcasts on matters 
of national interest and 
much more!! 

TUNE IN NOW! 

http://eurofolkradio.com/cate^orv/^e 

neral/ 



A wide range of Literature and rare 
book reprints in hard copy, reasonably 
priced, now available from the Christ’s 

Assembly web site: 

http://christsassemblv.com/literature.htm 
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FOR THE REAL 
NEWS 

http://www.voutube.com/user/ukcol 
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EUROFOLK 
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Pastor Eli James 
Sundays 16.00 hrs 

(British Summer time) 

Live on Eurofolk Radio and 
Eurofolk YouTube - Tune in and 
join in the chat 

http://eurofolkradio.com/categorv/general/ 
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